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The Examiner Examined, : 
CHAP. 1 


Of the Title and Preface. 
S. 1. a Fter my Second Part of the Hiſtory of Liturgies had 


been Public near Six Months, comes out As 

Examination of Dy. C's Scholaſtical Hiſtory of Litur- 
gies, by S. B. Which Title was deſigned, to make the Book look 
ike and paſs for an Anſiver to both Parts, which conſiſt of 
600 Pages; whereas the Examination reaches no fufther than 
to 76 Pages of the Firſt Part, and in that compaſs, 23 whole 
Pages,and. a great part of x0 more,paſs Unexamined ; fo that 
there is an odd Synechdoche in this General Title. I will 
riot-, enquire whether Mr. $. B, be ſo Eminent, that all Men 
know him by that Cypher, or fo obſcure, that he may be 
concealed under thoſe two Letters : Only I. wiſh, when he 
deſignd to garniſh his Ticle-page with Cauſabon's Senſe of 
Ae]epyia, he had not fixed upon his account of the remoteand 
general meaning of that word , and purpoſely omitted the 
only ſenſe of that word which is proper to oug Queſtion, 
which he might have found in the ſame Page of Cauſabon, 
That Liturgy jignifies a deſcription of the Order for celebrating 
Divine Offices ,. as in the Liturgies of Peter and James. Exercit. 


Pag.384- 
S. 2. If the Preface were writ by Mr. S. B. it was politicly 
done to give us his own Character under another Name; 


if it were writ by the Publiſher , *is ſtrange that his Friend , 
who tells us, Ha Sayings, his Fudg ment, his Wiſhes, yea, his wery 


- Thowghts; ſhould ſo haſtily put out this inconſiderable part of 


the Controverſie without the Authors knowledge. But his Zeal 
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to ſerve a Party in a Critical Jun&ure, and the rare Chara- 
Rer he gives of Mr.S.B. will expiate for that ſeeming Rudeneſs. 
He tells us, Mr.S.B. « a Conformiſt; and it is well the Preface 
faith ſo, otherwiſe nothing in the Book diſcovers it; probably 
I is one of thoſe Mr.C/arkſon calls,Prudential Conformiſts ; who 
comply to avoid the Laſh of the Law , but care no more for the 
Liturgy, than the Philoſophers of old di for the Vulgars Netions 
about the Gods. Diſc. of Lit.pag.19.- | But the Preface ſaith, He 
Cenforms upon Principles be thinks he can juftifie. It ſeems he 
can Diſpute probably of all fides, for he juſtifies Nonconformity 
in this Tra. "Tis faid, He uſes the Liturgy as fully as the Law 
requires in his public Adminiſtrations ; I wonder how he can 
juitifie that , ſince his Book declares, he thinks he can pray 
berter by his own Expreflions , and there is a Curſe upon the 
Deceiver ,. who hath in his Flock a Male , yet offereth to the Lord 
a corrupt thing, Malach.I.14. He hath tied himſelf up to an 
invariableuſe of the Common-Prayer , yet counts them, not 
only Pious, but Judicious, who will not be ſo tied up; There- - 
i fore he muſt now doubt the piety and the prudence of his 

Subſcription. I perceive he joyns with Difſenters in their public 
Worſbip.: 'And I would gladly know, how many of them this 
open allowance of their way, hath brought over to joyn with 
him in the Licurgy. He accounts the Eſtabliſhed Church, 
# Party, and is not wedded to it neither : Probably he gave Her 
his Hand againſt his Will, and thinks the Contra& null 2b 
initio. He thinks there « ſomthing to be refified in every Party; 
but in this Book he finds no faults with one Party , - and com- | 
* plains of nane but the Churches Friends. It is not he alone, 
but all Men think, that which is good in every Party, ſhould be 
approved ;” and what is mt ſo," laid aſide, or amended. But who 
muſt be the indifferent -Judge over all Parties? Mr. S. B. 
- (whatever his Friend thinks) will never be choſen to this 
Office : The real Conformiſts will not like a man who writes | 
againſt Liturgies ; and the Diſſenters will never truſt one thar | 
reads Commen-Prayer. *Tis pretended, He is ſorry to [ee ſuch 
an averſion to the general Union of Proteſtants, and that old Ani- 
moſities are awakned: Yet he widens the Breach, by increaſing 
the Diſſenters ill Opinion of all preſcribed Forms, which no + 
well ordered Church can want ; and he defends —O 
ook, 
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Book, which firſt awakned this Controverſie after it had ſlept 
for many years. Perhaps, in his Opinion , none prejudice. the. 
Church of England ſo much , as theſe who ſeem zealous for” 
Her : But others ſee, ſhe is. far more-prejudiced by fuch as are 
ſo indifferent what become of Her, this they expoſe her Con-! 
ſticutions; and while they enjoy herRevenues , combine with 
thoſe that are. for removing her. very Foundations: He that 
ſtates Matters ſo falſly , is no 'fit Judge how others ſtate their : 

Queſtions ; and I ſhall neither value. the Cenfures:or Refle- 
Rions of. one ſo manifeſtly partial, - that he never ſpeaks 111 of, 
the Difſenters, nor we!l of the Church: He told the Prefacer 
(it ſeems) his Thoughts, That in a Hiſtogy of Liturgies', nitice 
ſhould hawe been taken. of the warious uſe of the Word; and the. 
time it came firft to be uſed in the ſtrift Modern ſenſe, as Mr.Cl. 
bath rightly done. This aims at me, whom he ſuppoſes to have 
omitted this z but I ſpent Five Pages together,from pag. 121 —— 
tO pag.125. (Part I.) irs confidering the uſe of A«Jygyis, and 
ſhewing, Mr.Carkſon had ftated the time of its being taken in , 
the Modern ſenſe, very falſly. Now, if he read my Firſt Book 
over, why doth he not confute this? If hemever read fo far, 
Solomon. will tell him, He chat anſwereth a Matter before be beareth 
it » uf is folly and ſhame to him, Prov. XVII 13- However, 
Mr.S.B. conceives, this is not the ſignification of a Liturgy, 4s uſed 
and enjoyned by the Church of England. Right ! for. no Man 
ever faid, that [ Liturgy, ] without ſome Epithet, ſignified, 4 

| Litargy enjoyned by this or that Church : But it hath from ſome 

| - of the earhieft Apes , ſignified a Public Form of Prayer, and we 
have now ſich an one enjoyned. But he thinks (thats proof 
enough) inſtead of proving the. Antiquity. of Liturgies in- that 

Senſe, we ſbruld reflifie the Miſtakes that bawe ariſen concerning a 

Liturgy , as wſed and enjoyned mm. our Church, He forgets, that 

Mr.C!. was the firſt who gave occaſion.to prove their Antiquity, 

and the firſt who queſtioned it ; Smectyggnuws, and.all that 

Party formerly, owned them to be 1300 year old 5 and muſt 

we let ſo new, ſo falſe, and ſoſingular an Opinion paſs without 

| controul? As to redifying Miftakes, Mr.Cl.and Mrc.S.B, donot 

| charge -the Diſſenters with. any , both of chem juſtific their 

way ; ſo. that it ſeems the Church alone: is miſtaken eicher in 
uſing or enjoyning her Liturgy, and they would haye her give 
wt . u 
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 Liturgies, Which began firſt by the voluntary uſe of Forms, and 


(4) 
it up for their-fakes, who would never make one ſtep towards 
her. for. the ſake of Peace. But Men ſo wofully miſtaken as 
ME. Ci.\and Mr. S. B. are very unfit to reftifis the practice of 
this and all other regular Churches , ſince they cannot' make 
out any*miſtake in} this Matter. The miſtakes lie on the Dif- | 
ſenters fide, which alſo had been long ſince removed ; if their 
own Paſtors,and ſome of ours, had not flattered and fa ported 
them in their Errors. That falſe' repreſentation of-the ſtate 
of the Queſtion, with which the Preface concludes, mult be 
charged upon Mr.S.B. who miſled his Friend, and therefore it 
ſhall be conſidered in the Diſcourſe. I . have now done with 
the Armour-bearer, and proceed to the Champion, who fights 
againſt that ſide under which (ris ſaidYhe takes double Pay. 


— 


CHAP. 1. 


Of the grounds for Liturgies in Scripture. 


$.1.Pap.I. Aſter S. B. begins with an aſſurance , He hath 

: read my Book, and a promiſe, that be will for- 
bear Refiettions. Þ have'given a Reaſon already why T doubt 
the Firſt , and his whole Book confures the Second ; for it 
abounds with Reflections, not only on my Cauſe, but on m 
Perſon, my Office, - my Qualifications , &c. but they are ſo 
groundleſs, I can eaſily forgive them. 

Pag.z. But I cannot excuſe him for telling his Prefacer and 
the World, that I undertook to prove Litargies were only and 
invariably uſed in the firſt Three Centuries. For this was not 
needfal . for me to undertake, either to Anſwer Mr. Cl. who 
gaveme the liberty of the firſt Five, or Six Centuries to prove 
this: Orto carry gn my main deſign,which was (as I declared 
in my. Introduction) #0 rollett m every Century ſuch Teſtimonies 
of the Original, Uſe, and Antiquity of Liturgies, as the Argument 
zeeded. . Now every proof of a.Form frequently or conſtantly 
uſed in the Three firſt Centuries, -the Ages of Inſpiration, be- 
fore the Church was ſetled , tends to illuftrate the Hiſtory of 
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by degrees, as the Church drew nearer to a Settlement, to the 
conſtant and invariable uſe of many Forms, even to the uſe of 
a whole Liturgy, before theſe Three Centuries were ended: 
Which had ſoftew Writers, and thofe fay fo lirtle of the Forms 
themſelves, that I declared beforehand, this Evidence"muſt be 
madeup of particular and probable Proofs; all which pur toge- 
ther would amount to thcſe Conclvfions; "Fhat Forms were 
uſed from the ning ſo wereancient and-lawful.(which 
fome Lifſenters deny); and thac it is very probable-, whole . 
Liturgies were both p:efcribed and uſed before the'end-of this 
Period : Which is a ſufficient foundation for the Evidence in 
the Fourth Century, That (when the Church was ſerled) Lieur- 
ies were then enjoyned, and —_—— uſed. TI am forced to 
the-larger in the diſcovery of this Fallacy, becauſe nothing 
he hath faid would look like an Anſwer, if he did not every 
where repeatthis piece of Sophiſtry , and fet aſide my Proofs, 
only becauſe they did not reach his Point,as he had fally ſtated ir. . 
ain, He ſuppoſes I was only to Anſwer Mr.Cl. and on that, 
occaſion determines what I was to prove,and what not. He 
faith , Myr.Cl. doth not afſert Forms to be intrinſically Evil; but 
ſome Diſſenters do, (tho this Opinion reflz& upon Jeſus, who 
taught a Form to his L—_ and Forms being the parts of 
Liturgy, to confute thoſe who condemn all Forms, and juſtific 
the foundation of Liturgies, in a Hiſtory of them iris not im- 
properto prove Formslawful, 2ly, Mr.Cl.denies not, that there 
were arbitrary and particular Forrss of old: And did not Idiſprove 
all his particular Inſtances of arbitrary Forms, and ſhew they 
were conſtantly uſed and fixed in every Eminent Church ? 
3dly, Mr:Clowns the Lords Prayer was uſed anciently, though far 
otherwiſe than of late. This I conſidered alfo, proving the uſe of 
it as a Form; and the corlaGnr, it. toall ſolemn Offices, as it is 
uſed now. 4ly, He grants divers Churches agreed in a certain 
Order, to adminiſter the ſeveral parts of Worſhip. And I proved, 
this Order could be nothing but a preſcribed Liturgy, -Par.1. 
Cn. Now, if he will be anſweringa Book before he 
have read it over, cannot help that. 5 ly,Mr.CLfaith,They prayed 
for the ſame things, but not in. the . [ame worts.', But I ſhewed, his 
ces were miſtaken, and that in the ſame.Church many 
partsof Service were inthe ſame words: : 6ly, Mr. C/.declares, 
| he 
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he meant by. preſcribed Forms, ſach as are impoſed on the Miniſter, 
ſo as thoſe 5 git muſt be wo oe detrafting, or 
tranſpoſing. This is indeed the ſtrifteſt Notion.of anienjayned 
Licurgy.;.yet I agreed with Mr.C/.as to this definition;only:we 
differed-about the time when Forms began to be thus enjoyned; 
he affirmed it was not ſooner than the end of the Fifth Cen- 
eury ; I proved, many Forms were invariably uſed in the firſt 
Three Centuries,and enjoyned in the Fourth and beginning of 
the Fifth Centuries, which ſufficed to confute Mr.C. So thac 
Mr.S.B. calls on me to do that which I had done before ; and 
though he meddle with nothing but the firft Three Centuries, 
where I was only to ſhew what ſteps were made towards en- 
joyned Forms in this ſtrict Senſe, he moſt difingenuouſly brags, 
at my Quotations reach not my Point ,, wnleſs they prove_Forms 
enjojned in the ſtrifteft Senſes in theſe Centuries; which were Ages 
f rations and before the Church -was ſetled. Now this bare- 
tJaced Fallacy takes away two whole -Centuries which Mr. C/, 
had freely given me to prove ſuch enjoyned Forms,and ſtarts a 
New Queſtion , bong eligned meerly to prepoſleſs his. Reader 
againſt all my probable Proofs, and all m ances of the con- 
ſtant uſe of Forms of all kinds,yeazagainit the invariable uſe of 
-a whole Liturgy, under the falſe pretence, That I undertook to 
prove(by every particular Quotation) that Forms, yea,Liturgies 
were ſtrictly enjoyned throughout theſe Ages. But-I appeal to 
my Introduction,to Par.lpag.77.and to all my Inferences,whe- 
ther I undertook to do this inthis Period,or no? and the Candid 
Reader ſhall judge, whether it was neceſſary for me to do all 
this;to confure Mr.Cl. who ſaid ſuch gnjoyned Forms:came not 
in till 200 years after Mr.S.B's Period was ended ; though after 
all,co compleat my —_— , I have found divers Proofs, that 

ſthew enjoynted Forms in the ſtricteft ſenſe in theſe Age. 
Before I proceed to examine his Particulars, I ſhall requite 
theſe general Obſervations of his, by ſome general Remarks om 

the proceedings of both my ireckikn OT: 

_ Firſt, Neither of. them hath produced one poſitive Evidence, 
fo much as of the uſe of arbitrary or extempore Prayer ; they 
offer nothing but remote Conjectures and very flender Proba- 
bilities for it,inthis Period. Now, I have brought expreſs. proof 
- bf the uſe of Forms, in this time ; and more (as well as Fer 
e 1 ; Tr by 
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Probabilities of the invariable uſe of Forms : So that doubtleſs 
the advantage is on my ſide., and 'tis nor fair to demand ſich 
Evidence as the Times do not afford, and ſuch as they cannot 
bring either againſt my Opinion, or for their own. 

Secondly, Tho? there be not many Proofs of aWhole Lieurgy 
preſcribed before the4thCentury,yet then divers Liturgies were 
written down,and at that time claimed anOriginal much elder, 
either from the Apoſtles or very angienc Tradition; And the Au- 
thors whE@ſpeak of them,or any parts of them,ſfuppoſe them to 
have been in uſe long before this me Whoreocatlocontitig to 
S. AuguFftine ) That which is obſerved by the whoRt Church, and was 
not inſtitated by Council s,but hath been always kept ; this is accounted 
z0'be of Apoſtolical Inſtitution. De Baps.contr.DonatJ.4.c.23. which 
being applied to Liturgies, will go a great way to prove their 
Original was from the Apoſtles ; however, they muſt be elder 
than this Fourth Century. 

Thirdly, When Mr.C].and my Examiner have granted Forms 
ancient and lawful, it ſeems to me very needleſs to enquire when 
_ the Church firſt enjoyned them: Forif the Church have power 
toenjoyn ns thing in Gods Service, it cannot be in things un- 
lawful ; ſo that whateveris in it ſelf lawful, eſpecially if it be 
Primitive,and (in her Opinion) uſeful, ſhe may enjoyn to her 
own Members,and thenit becomes neceflary to them ; and if 
they forſake her Communion for this, they are Schiſmaticks : 
So that they ſhould have denied the lawfulnets of Forms, if 
they deſigned toquarrel at the enjoyning them. 

Fourthly, Since Mr.S.B. dets up for-an Examiner , he ſhould 
have enquired into all thoſe Pages where my probable Proofs 
and Inferences are ſtrengthned with explicatory and collateral 
Evidence: T9 let all theſe paſs by unanſwered, and tell us, He 
thinks the Author meant otherwiſe , without confuting my 
Reaſons and Inſtances,or confirming his own Thoughts, is lome- 
thing too aſſuming. | 

Fifthly, He often appeals to his Friend (whom: he knew to 
be of his ſide)or to the Reader, to judge between Mr.Cl.and me, 
upon his bare Inſinuation, that I am in the wrong, referring 
them to both our Books: Out of which,no doubr,the indifferent 
Reader would have - judged more impartially, if no Examiner 


had appeared. But if they muſt havethis trouble ſtill, eſpecially 
B in 
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in the moſt difficult Caſes, F would fain know, to what purpoſe 
did Mr.S.B. write his Examination? - 

Sixthly,.He boaſts as if the Cauſe were loſt, when he thinks 
he hath run down bur one of my particular Inſtances, or pro- 
bable Proofs. Butthere are fo many Evidences,and ſuch variety 
of this kind of Proofs, which being put togecher, make out the 

neral Concluſion, That the Cauſe cannot ſuifer much, though 

ore particular Inſtance ſhould fail. | 

Laſtly, He reje&s a!l my clear Proofs, That Hymns end Praiſcs 
were in preſcribed Forms,as wholly impertinent tothe Queſtion, 
accuſing me of rfeedleſs Taucologies for urging them: Whereas 
the greateſt part of Litwrgies are Praiſes;and whateverprovesthe 
Praiſes were preſcribed Forms, undeniably proves. at leaſt, one 
half of the Public Service was preſczibed ; and makes it probable 
the peritionary part of the ſame Service was fo allo(as I ſhewed 
before, Par.I. pag.24, 25.) Nor can he evade this conſequence 
till he give a ſubſtantial Reaſon, why the Laudatory part of a 
.Licurgy ſhould be in Forms preſcribed , and the Prayers leit . 

- arbitrary z Which will be very hard to do,becauic Prayers and 
Praitfes are {o intermixed,as to- be inſeparable: Danie/'s Devorions 
were Prayers and Thankſgivings, Dan. yi. 10. The Apoſtles 
praying, {ang a Hymn, A#s xviz5. Our Lord joyned a Doxo- 

gy to his Prayer, Math. vi. 13. S.Paul ofteni puts Prayer and 
Praiſe together,1Cor.xiv.l5.Philip.iv.6.1 Theſ.v.17,18.1 Tim.li.l. 
The moſt ancient Forms of Prayer (like the Lords Prayer) 
end with a Doxology,andthe moſt famous Hymnzs,the Te Deuw - 
Gloria in excel ſis, the Triſagion, and thoſe in Prudentizs,&c. And 
the Plalms of Dawid are lo mixt of Prayers and Praiſes, thar 
none can fing or ſay them, but they bleſs God and pray to him 
by the ſame Form : So that Praiſes and Prayers being eflential 
parts of the ſame Worſhip, ſolike each other, ſo often inſepa- 
rably mixed together, and ſo conſtantly united, What reaſon 
" _ canbegiven, why the Hymns and Praiſes being certainly pre- 
{cribed, the Prayers ſhould not be fo alſo? And to reject all that 
_ the P raiſes were preſcribed Forms , as impertinent to a 
iſtory of Liturgy, ſhews much Ignorance or Incon{lderation; 
unleſs it be a politick invention to cover his inability,to an{wer 
ſo much nl {o clear Evidence as there is on that ſubje&. 

"Theſe general Remarks will help to ſhorten my Anſwer , nd 
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ſo I hope may obtain the Readers pardon , though they look 
like a digreffion. 


$.2.Pag.z. My aim from —_— was to prove, Forms were 
not only uſed, but alſo enjoyned,asan acceptable way of praiſing 
God,and praying to him. And I produced three Forms,one of 
Praiſe, Excd.xv.1. another of Blefling, Numb.vi.z3. a third of 
Prayer, Deut.xxvi.5,&c. & wver.1 3. Mr. S. B. objetts nothing to 
any of the particulars ; but fajth, I ſhould prove, they did not, or 
might not of any Prayers or Praiſes, bat thoſe very Forms. And 
ſurely this appears ſufficiently as to the occaſions upon which 
theſe words were preſcribed, becauſe they were all compoſed 
by Moſes , upon the ſeveral occaſions mentioned in the Text, 
and that by Geds dire&ion : Now can we ſuppoſe that any 
private Prieft durft make another Form of Bl ,or any Few 
otter his Tithes and Firſt-fruits with a new Form of his own 
Compoſing ? Fagizs faith, They were ſo ſtrift as to the Bleſſing,that 
im after- Ages they kept the very Hebrew" Original words. Vid. Crit. 
Sacr.in Numb.6. And when God by his infpired Prophet ( Ho/. 
xiv.2,3.) not only dire&s the penitent Jews, what fortof words 
to uſe, but ſets down the Form it ſelf; No:doubt if any of them 
had preſamed to alter thoſe words,his preſumption would have 
cauſed him -to be rejected. Wherefore Forms (which no 
private Man may vary) are a way of ſerving God, juſtified by 
the Scriptures of the Old Teſtament. | 
Pag.4.The ſame appears by the Pfalms, indited by the Spiric 
of God for the public ſervice of the Temple,which I proved by 
Scripture ; and Mr.S.B. denies it not, only he {4ith, From Gods 
enJoyning theſe, we cannot infer, that Men may deviſe Prayers, and 
oblige the Church to uſe them and no other. But can Men find out a 
better way of ſerving God.thanthat which God himſelf choſe, 
that is, by Forms enjoyned ? *Tis true, they had Inſpired men 
to compole thoſe Forms then ; but though the Authors of ours 
were nor Infpired,yet if their Compoſures do agree in all things 
with Holy Scripture,and contradict it- in nothing, they cannot 
offend (ſuppoſing the Forms unexceprtionable) by imitating thac 
Method which God and infpired Ages have ſet them;which 3s, 
enjoyning Forms taken out'of the Plalms, and orher places of 
Holy Scripture, and out of ſuch ancient Compoſures as are no 
B 2 way 
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way repugnant-to it. But further, cited fix learned Authors ia 
the Margen,and two in'the Text, to prove the Jews anciently 
had a Liturgy. Mr. S. B. knew the thing could not be denied, 
-wherefore he politickly pretends, It would be too great a diverſion 
zo enquire whether their proofs are {olid, and intimates, he could 
ſhew, that two of my Authors build their proof for ſome things upon 
unjuttifiable Authorities. This 1s to evade, not to anſwer. Surely 
it was the buſineſs of an Examiner to enquire z and to ſay he 
can dothat which he doth not, when there, was a juſt occaſion 
for it , is an.intimation he cartnot anſwer their proofs : $0 
that I ſhall cake it for granted, the Jews had a Liturgy (till the 
contrary be better made out) and refer the Reader to the con- 
ſequences deduced from that Truth, Hf. of Lit. pag. 4. and at 
laft Mr.$S.6. ſuppoſes, that Forms, might have been of general 
uſe among the Jews: .And then. the next queſfion is, Whether 
tbis way of ſerving God was abrogated in the New Teſtament? 'l 
I gave divers Reaſons why ſuchan abrogation was neceſſary,jt 
Chriſt had diſliked thatway to which the Jews had been gene- 
ally and long accuſtomed, and intended to ſet up a new one. 
He anſwers,that he ſees no neceſſity of ſuch an abrogation, to war- 
rans People. to addreſs themſelves to God in another way ; for he 
ſuppoſes both ways lawful. Now if he grant that, Firſt; Then 
the way of ſtinted Forms is not unlawful nor unſuitable to Gof- 
pel-worſhip : Secondly, This way was never diſliked by Chriſt, 
nor hath he brought any proof, that he inſtituted any other 
way: Thirdly, Therefore it-is maſt likely the Jewiſh Converts 
would keep to their old way of ſtinted Forms,and that implies 
them.to be very: ancient: Fourtbly,If both ways were now equally 
lawful, yet the Church having choſen and enjoyned the Litur- 
gick way, as the-moſt ancient, univerſaland profitable way,and 
rejected the other; Her determination makes this way (which 
was only lawful before) to. became neceſlary to us, til] that de- 

: termination be revoked. 

Pag.5. But Mr.S.Z. foreſees a dreadful confequence (which 
he. hopes I never thought of ) fiom ny arguing, That the Fews 
worſhiped God acceptably by ſet Forms , and that Chriſt and his 
ApoFtles joyned in that way, and never reproved it ; Ergo,Chriſtians 
now muZ#t uſe none but the Fewiſh Forms. This gives occaſion to 
his pity for thoſe, who by Reading learned Books,entertain No- 
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tions deſtructive of Chriſtianity. I.wiſk this Examiner had read 
more, gy writ lefs ; for then the World had not been troubled 
with long Harangues upon his own imaginations. He cannot 
deny the Antecedent, all learned Men afſertit, but this Conle- 
quence is a Mormo of his own drefling up, which vaniſhes by 
conſidering, That when Chriſt and his Apoſtles zoyned in the 
Jewiſh Forms , the Temple and Synagogue-worthip was the 
lawful eſtabliſhed way. of ſerving God : Bur when the Levitical 
part of their Religion was altered , that;part-of their:Laturgy 
which related to it, became unpraRticable to-Chriftians,and tell 
of it ſelf; yet ftill the Pſalms and the Moral part of the Jewiſh 
Forms,fuited the Chriſtian Dodtrin;and our Lord had approved 
of that way ; therefore theſe Forms might he,and wereretained . 
and imitated by the Primitive Church; and they did this tlie 
rather to win the Jews, who (as I noted) never objected, that 
Chriſt, or his Apoſtles,or the firſt Chriſtians, had ſet up a new 
way. of praying and praiſing God : Wherefore to make fo 
many ſpiteful Refle&tions upon thoſe great men, from whom T . 
borrowed the Antecedent, for the ſhadow of a ſham Conſe- - 
quence, that no Logick can infer from the. premiſſes, diſcovers 
neither a Chriſtian ſpirit, nor common Ingenuity : For no 
man who conſiders , will think that Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
joyning .in the Jewiſh worſhip befors it was fully abrogated, 
can oblige us to copy out their whole Serviee after the -Cere- 
monial Law is dead and long fince buricd., 

Pag. 5. That Chriſt did colle& his Prayer out of the Jewiſh - 
Forms,and order his Diſciples to add it totheir other ——_ 
a badge of their relation to him, is too ſo true and ſo well 
proved by variety of learned Men, that Mr.S.B. inſtead of dil- 
proving the premiſſes, terrifies us with another dangerous con- 
ſequence ; which is, that this is a reflettion on the infinite wiſdom 
of the Son of God. This makes m2 think of him David ſpeaks of, 
Pſal.L.2.1. who thought wickedly God was even ſuch an one as. him- 
ſelf. Some men fancy, it is a refle&tion on their gifts and great 
parts, not to be at liberty ro ſhew them in Extempere Com 
ſures, and will needs apply this to the Bleſſed Jeſus,who indeed 
had the Spirit without meaſure,and was infinitely able to make 
what new Prayer he pleaſed Extempore. But our Dear Lord 
deſigned not on all occaſions to ſhew his infinite abiluy;he came 
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© teach us himility and ſubmiſſion to innocent Eſtabliſhments, 


and fo might judge it more expedient for his Diſciphes to col- 
let a Prayer out of the a part of the Jewiſh Liturgy 
(endited at firſt by men who had the Spirit of G&d) than to 
make a new one: And if they were really endued with his 
Spirit, who pretend to it,they would follow his Example herein, 
and riot for oftentation of their imaginary abilities, reje& our 
lawful enjoyned Forms, difturb our peace, and leave our Com- 
munion. However, ſince it is certain our Lord did cole his 


Prayer out of the Jewiſh Forms, it isthey who make frivolous 


conſequences from hente who refle& upon him, not they who 
relate the Matter of Fact, for which doubtleſs our Saviour had 
excellent Reaſons, ,and far berter perhaps than we are able to 
affign. -Like to this is his -laft frightful conſequence , Thar this 


. would prove our Saviour wonld bave bis Followers compoſe Forms, 


only our of the Liturgy of the Fews. If he means this of the Ce- 
remonial part of ity tis evidently falſe, for Chrift did not colle& 
one Petition from thence; if he means from the Moral part of 
it,I ſee 'no harm inthe conſequence at all; and it is certain the 
Primitive Chriſtians did uſe the P/alms,the Hoſannahb, Hallelujah, 
Holy, Holy, Holy,*&c. and other Old Teſtament-Forms in their 
Service, which were parts of the Jewiſh Liturgy: But it could 
never be che intent of '@hriſt to oblige us to colle& our whole 
Liturgy from thence , becauſe he taught N2w Doctrins, and 
inſtitured new Rites, and gave his Apoſtles a miraculous Gift 
ot1-purpote to ſuit new Adminiſtrations, to that which wasNew 
in the Chriſtian Religion;and the early agreement of thoſe di- 
ſtant Churches which _ planted, in theſe Adminiſtrations, 
not only as to'the method, but the main words of them, is a 


.good evidence , That the fame Spirit direRed them all to ap- 


pointe Forms, from the very beginning. 


$.3-pag.7. His own looſe conſequences do not diſcourage him 
from cenfuring me as diſcourſing too looſly. Wherefore having 
paſſed by our Saviours Hymn , and his Prayer in the Garden, 
clear inflancts of his chooſing, all-wing and uſing Forms both 
of Prayer and Praiſe.He gives our Saviours Prayer onthe Crofs 
(which (I faid) was —_ faken out of Pſal.xxi1. )as an inſtance 
of my looſe diſcourling ; asking me,}bo put the petitions in _ 
cr 
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Chrift, and obliged him to uſe no other words ? I reply to his 
Infinuation, That if my ConjeQure be too looſe,he ſhould and 
. might have ponfured it; but his nor actempring that, ſhews it 
was cloſe enough. To his Queſtion I anfwer, Dawid by the. 
Sptrit of Prophecy long befare compoſed this Prayer for Chriſt, 
as appears by his voluntary chooſing of this Form, when he 
could have made a New prayer ; and if my Examiner will 
allow, heprayed by the Spirit when he uſed-this Formchen it is 
no looſe inference , to. fay, We may gray by the Spire in wing * 
Forms; and. to affirm, It is no hardſhip to enjoyn men to ſerie God 
in that way which Feſis choſe as the beſt, when he 2nas free. from 
all conſtraint, and infinitely mare able than any of #4 50. haze prayed 

otherwiſe. | | 
In my 8:h page , I proved by S. Auſtin and Beza, That the 
Apoſtles both uſed and ſerled Forms; and from.others, that pre- - 
ſcribed Forms had been uſed from the Apoſtolical times. Mr.S.B.(l 
doubt) thought this too cloſe, and ſo never offers to anſwer it. 
Bur when I had granted the Lords Prayer tg be beth a Form and a 
Dire&#ion to draw other Forms by; And, That Liturgies are other 
words indeed, but ſuch as are agreeable to t(1.2.to th2 Lords Prayer) 
both as to the Form and Matter of them: The Examiner firſt adds 
[No] to my words, and-cites them.thus ,. Liturgies are No other 
words,&c. and then inſinuates they are Non-lenſe, and an odd 
Expreſſion to fall from a learned Dottor : But I am ſure, 'tis an odd 
Trick of a Non-conforming Conformiſt to-put { No] into the 
midſt of a Sentence,ts be fo greedy of making retletions(after 
his promiſe to the contrary) that he falfies my words, to get an 
opportunity. The adding [No] to Scripture ir ſelf, may make 
it non-ſenſe or blaſphemy;and if I ſhould add it to his Pretace, . 
and ſay, He is uoConfarmiſt,be uſeth not the Liturgy ;. ome think 
I had not done him much wrong , though he would.np doubt 
have reſented it. Well, leave out [No] chen here, and my tenſe 
is plain, That Liturgies are other words, different in ſyllavies 
rom the Lords Prayer, but agrecing to it, both as to the Forin 
or method of the Peritians,and as to the Subje matter of them, 
which I proved by an induction. of particulars,pag-10.to which 
he doth not youchſafe any anſwer: Buc upon.my granting, the 
Lords Prayer was a Dire&ionas wellas a-Form,he asks a notable 
Queſtion,and repeats it again, pag.9-. viz.Hby may-not 6 Mnfer 
eping 
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kerying to the words of the Lords Prayer, uſe other words than thoſe 
i the Liturgy, ar-well as the Liturgy-men wſe other words than thoſe 
i the-Lords Prayer ? this had been cloſe, if he' had not forgor 
our Miniſters cxrcumſtances. 'The Church hath drawn up a Li- 
turgy very carefully, following the dire&ion of the Lords 
Prayer, and (for Tach 'Reaſons as he may find in my 24 Part, 
pag: 325) n2.5 FE all Miniſters to uſe it conſtantly , and they 
ave (ſincerely I *hope) conſented thereto. Now to ask his 
i10nin our caſe, is to ask, why every Captain, who thinks 
himfelf wiſer than his fuperior Officer, may not croſs the Or- 
- - ders given by his General, or a Council of War, and give new 
' ones to his own Compiny. He muſt find out ſome Reaſon as 
New as an Extempore prayer, to.prove that private Miniſters 
In! a ſetled Church , ought to have liberty to do all thoſe Ads 
which- their 'Governors may do, 'before' his Queſtion can 
eoncern*us, or be worth anſ'yering. 

To go on, Mr. CG. brought many Authorities to ſhew, that 
the angent Chriſtians uſed the” Lords prayer not ont of any 
apprehenGon that it was enfoyned, Math.vi. Theſe Coons 
F examined particularly,and ſhewedthey were not ſufficient for 
his purpoſe. A4r.S. B.* who loves not to meddle with reading, 
inſtead of examining my Anfwers, refers the Reader to examine 
chemHhimſelf; only among eight Authors he picks out Malde- 
»at," whoſe ſenſe (without citing his very words) I ſaid was 
only, "That 'we are wot always bound to uſe the wery words of the 
Lords Prayer : And Maldonandoth not only ſay,Non his neceſſaris 
verbs , but ut quotieſcunque oramur———0mnia,aut aliqua,aut 
nihil certe his contrarium peteremus. However My.S.B, conceives 
his Senſe to be, That we are not abſolutely bound to uſe thoſe wery 
words at any time: Which nor only contradiats Maldonat*s words, 
but ſhews my Examiner did not know this Author wasa Jeſuit, 
and -a"'rigid Papiſt, bound by the Rules of his Church and 
Order to ſay ſo: many Paternofters every Day; otherwiſe he 
could not have afſerted this Jeſuit ſo openly turned Fanatick, 
as to affirm in a Book which was'to paſs the Cenſors, That no 
man is bound at any time to ſay @ Pater-No#ter : He follows this 
with a notable Queſtion (which Examiners and ſome others 
claim a priviledge to ask)viz.1f we be not always bound to uſe the 
-Lords words how we came to be bound to uſe always other peoples words? 
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I reply, We of this Church are bound touſe the Lords Prayer 
as often as we uſe the Liturgy in public; and ſincere Con- 
formiſts deliberately bound themſelves to uſe the Lords words 
and the Churches too in all their public Adminiſtrations , be- 
lieving them to be fitter for thoſe occaſions than any they can 
invert. How Mr.S.B. came to be bound, he knows beſt, per- 
haps Advantage drew him to do that which he nowdillikes 
but he ſhould have asked this Queſtion before , and then he 
had eſcaped the Snare of making enquiry after Vows,Prov.xx.25. 


$.4- pag. 8. I had owned there was an extraordinary Gift of 
Prayer in the Apoſtles times and long after, which I obſerved, 
none could claim by Scripture in this Age, and anſwered all 
the places produced by ſome for this claim, in four or five 
Pages: To which Mr.S.B. gives no Anſwer,but is very large in 
iving us his own Notion of the Gift of Prayer, which he de- 
&S, An ability to repreſent the ſentiments of a Soul duly affeed 
with the general and particular matter of prayer in ſuitable Expreſ- 
ſons, proper to beget and improve ſuch affettions and reſentments in 
thoſe, who ſhall hear and joyn in the uſe of them to that purpoſe. 
A Logician can no more reduce this definition to his Rules of 
Art, than he can give a regular Analyſis of an Extempore 
rayer ; yet, if I admit it for a deſcription , my Cauſe is not 
urt, ſince (according to this Charadter) he that reads the 
Liturgy doth exerciſe the Gift of prayer,as well or better than 
the Extempore mat: For our Clergy and well inſtructed 
People, upon rational grounds believe, the Expreflions of the + 
Liturgy to be more proper, than they or any can inventor, 
utter on the ſudden , without the extraordinary aſſiſtance © 
the Holy Ghoſt : So that every pious Miniſter of our Church 
hath his Soul duly' affeted with the general and particular 
matter of Prayer, and an ability to repreſent the ſentiments 
of his Soul in expreflions , ſuitable and proper to beget and 
improve ſuch afte&tions and reſentments in all the true lovers 
of Common-Prayer, who hearand joyn with him. Wherefore: 
by his account-the Diſſenters have no monopoly of this Gift 
of Prayer ; and if our hearts be duly affeted we have more title 
co it than they ; for our Expreflions have been all duly weighed 


by Admirable'men, and we may know the general and parti- 
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cular matterof them-before-hand, by meditating whereon our 
Souls may be more affe&ed than any can rationally be ſuppoſed * 
to be, by an Expreflion that flies by like a flaſh of Lightning, 
?Tis true, Mr.S.B. denies, that fuch as pray Extempore, expect 
the affiſtance of the Spiric only to. teach them new wards and 
phraſes for their daily prayers: But (as he ſtates the point) the 
only ditference between their exerciſe of this Gift and ours, is 
this, 'They frequencly or daily vary the phraſes,and we uſe che 
fame: As to- the propriety of expreſlions, attetions, and re: 
ſenrments, we and our people have the advantags : And fay 
what he will, he lays great weight upen-new phrales ,. for he 
affirins,7 be. exerciſe of this Gift cannot well conſiſt with an obl,gation 
conFlantly to uſe the ſame words. "The abſurdity of which appears; 
Firſt, By the cenſure this paſſes upon.him, who (if this be true) 
when he ſubſcribed and declared ,. renounced the uſe of one of 
Gods gifts : Secondly , By the ſentence it paſles upon all ſincere 
Conformiſts,who (by this account)do never pray. by. the Spirit, 
mee:ly for wait of new expreſlions,, though their ens 
be never ſo proper, their Souls never ſo-much atfe&ed and their 
People never fa. devout : So-that I may refer it.co the Reader, 
whether he hath abuſed. himlielf or his Brethren. more by this 
raſh expreſſion. , 
Now when he had made new phraſes the diſtinguiſitygThas» 
racter of the Gitt of prayer,he did well to fay,It i516 extraordi- 
nary Gift: For it is a meer natural faculty, depending on-mens 
parts and temper, attained by confidence and ule, like the Art 
of making Speeches An caſte Oblerver may ſee,that the fluency, 
the variety,and the ſtyle, follow the comple&ion and diſpoſition 
of the Speaker; the Sanguin are brisk and aiery in theſe prayers, 
the Flegmatic, flow-and flat ;. the Choleric, bold and fierce; the. 
Mclancholy, fad and diſmal ; yea, the ſame. man is quicker or 
flowergas: his Body or Mind is well oc ill-diſpoſed : So that no 
conſidering perion will aſcribe fuch a Quality as this to the 
Spiric of God; There being no promile,that God will afliſt us in 
public Prayer with. new. phraſes; and it is a-great preſumption, 
to expect that which God never promiſed,and a greater, to al- 
cribe the effects of mens natural cempers,to the operationof the 
Holy Ghoſt. What he adds,That Men have ordinarily a readineſs 
zo expreſs their Senſe in proper words , is not true in the cr ot 
public © 
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public Prayer; for many pious and learned Minifters, who have 
a very affe&ionate ſenſe of the matter of Prayer,cannot expreſs 
themſelves ſuitably to their inward reſentments, (as he calls it) 
yet many Ignorantsor Hypocrites, who have no ſenſe of him 
they ſpeak to, or that they pray for , can expreſs themſelves 
fluently on any occaſion. 

Pag.g. It is a Paradox to me, when there are very pertinent 
wor other words, only equally pertinent, ſhould contribute more 
#0 the ends of* public Worſhip : *His inftance-of the Lords Prayer 
and Liturgies will not make it out; the Lords Prayer is more 
pertinent for thoſe occafions for which Chrift nes it , than 
any human Compoſure can be : But-our Lord deſigned not this 
ſhort Prayer for the whole Service,but to beadded to our other 
Prayers,and todire& the Church to frame other Prayers by it; 
and our Church hath obſerved both theſe orders. He hath been 
cold already,why every private Miniſter cannot have the ſame 
liberty, that the Governours of a fertled Church have: As for 
his ſuppoſing theſe Miniſters would vary no more from the 
Lords Pfayer (if they had liberty) chan the Liturgy doth ; firſt 
this is very unlikely, becauſe ſome of thoſe who take this liberty, 
neither uſe the Lords Prayer as a Form, nor mind it as a dire- 
Rion for their Extempore prayers: And ſecondly;the projet is 
impracticable among 1 0000 Clergy-men; for ſome are unwil- 
ling to have a liberty of varying, others are unfit to be truſted 
with it, in which number are many who (through a conceit 
_ of (their own abilities) deſire it; and there are but very few 
who are fit tobe allowed ſuch a liberty, that do preſs for it. 
Wherefore ſince this liberty cannot be granted to all, the di- 
ſtinguiſhing wonld be ſo difficult , and the denying it ro ſome 
ſoexaſperatingzthat it is better to reſtrain a few from the exer- 
cilc of their needle6 gifts, (where we have already properer 
Expreflions than any of them can invent) than to bring all 
thoſe miſchiefs on a ſerled Church, which either a general al- 
lowance, or a diſtinguiſhing diſpenſation muſt create. 

His ſecond illuſtration of the aforeſaid Paradox, is by my 
Paraphraſes on the Common-Prayer , by which I thought'to 
further devotion : And if they be of real uſe (he asks) why may 
not other variations be in their meaſure uſeful roo? I reply, That 
Commentaries and —_— on Scripture (for private uſe) 
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are very advantagious. But if Dr. Hammond, or the Aſſembly, 
had drawn up their Paraphraſes and Notes on purpoſe to be 
read in-Churches , to exclude the reading of Scripture there, 
oue of a conceit, they were more-uſetul chan reading Chapters 
of che Bible, they would have been- nidiculous, and deſerved a 
ſevere Cenſure: So in Human Compolures, Durandas and Ca- 
bifila's explications of the Licturgies, and the expoſition of the 
Canons by Balſamen and Zonaras are uſeful in private. But it 
theſe Authors had deſigned to have-their Expoltions publicly 
uſed, ſo as to juſtle out ' the» old Liturgies .and Canons , they 
would have been deſpiſed for their infolence, as much as they 
are now commended for their induſtry. Now his Extempore 
men would have their variations only and always uſed in pub- 
licinftead of the Liturgy, fo as utterly to exclude it, which ut- 
terly {poils the parallel : This he perceived,and theretore owns, 
That my Variations are not to be uſed publicly, pag. 10. I ask, why 
then did he inſtance in them; -fince he himſelf Ir fe I. 
The matter now in diſpute i only about bim that officiates * But my 
Paraphraſes being not at all intended for the uſe of Miniſters, 

or others in public, therefore they are nothing to the purpoſe 
of Variations deſigned for public uſe, excluſive of the Liturgy. His 
next Queſtion is, Whether my Paraphraſes be ever the better for 

being only for private uſe? I anſwer, This makes his alledging 

them in an Argument about publick Variations , appear frivo- 
lous and impertinent.z: Butif he delight in Compariſons, a pri- 

vate Miniſter, whoytakes Variations for private uſe,to promote 

Uniformity and Devotion, and to beget in all a juſt eſteem of 
the eſtabliſhed way of Worſhip,doth much better than he,who 

to-ſhew his abiliry to vary; uſes. his, faculty in public, to exclude 

the eſtabliſhed way, and thereby breeds a contempt of it, and 

promotes ſeparation from it. 

Pag.10. I granted (pag.16.) That every good man might pray, 
by the ordinary aſſiſtance of the Spirit , devoutly and fervently even 
by #&Form : Mr.S.B.leaves out the main words [even by @ Form ] 
and falls to make Inferences from half my Sentence , asking, 
If Mew tay be ſo enlightned and affetted,&c. why they may not by 
the orditiary aſſiſtance of the Spirit expreſs their reſentments m proper 
Expreſſions-? It he meanyn privaregperhaps they may ; but thac 
is nothing to our Queſtion, which 1s oaly about public. Prayer ; 
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if he mean in public, I have already given him divers Reaſons 
why this cannot be'permitted, much leſs eſtabliſhed ina ferled 
Church: But in ſhort, I will give him here three Reaſons; 
Firſt, This —_— is needleſs, becauſe there are more proper 
Expreffions already compoſed by Holy men (who had che or- 
dinary afliftance of the Spirit) than any of us can invent” on 
the ſudden. Secondly, This4diberty would be pernicious, Occa- 
ſioning Envy among the Clergy , and FaQtions among the Peo- 
' ple;zfome of the moſt learned and pious would be deſpifed only 
tor their modeſty; and others of the' moſt ignorant and pro- 
fane, admired for their fluency and confidence. Thirdly, 'Sup- 
poling both ways of praying by enjoyned Forms and Extem- 
pore wereequal ; yet when our Chutch-(being guided by anti- 
quity, reaſon, and the pradice. of other modern Churches) 
hath prohibited that way, and preſcribed Forms, they are cet- 
tainly.the better way for us. | - | 5M -Shigh 
Pag. 11. He yields at laſt, That the frame and. afings of the 
Soul, the exerciſe of Faith, Repentance, Love, &c: are the principal 
thing in Prayer. Now when I had proved, that a Mimifter may 
do all this, and fo pray by the Spirit in a Form ; why may he 
not be obliged always :to uſe a Form in public? Mr.'S$.-B. can 
 objet nothing but'this, If the enjoyned Form do not ſo well expreſs 
that ſenſe, which he and others have of the Matter of "Prayer, as © 
ot her words which occur to him, then be cannot be ſaid to pray in or 
by the Spirit, in the full import of the phraſe. Now this Suppoſi- 
tion ſhews, firſt, That theſe men have'a high opinion of their 
own Invention, who think they can deviſe better words Extem- 
__ than our Reverend makers of the _— frame 
y much ſtudy : Secondly,” Tis plain,Thar »fing theſe new Phraſes 
is (by his account) rhe full and only import of Praying by the Spirit ; 
for he makes varying the phraſe neceſſary to the exerciſe of it, . 
and his Extempore man 1s ſingular in nothing elſe.But he ſhould 
con{ider, this 1s 'a Scripture-phraſe, and che import of it is to 
belearned from thence; wherefore he ſhould have broughtſome 
Text, where Praying by the Spirit ſignifies, Inventing new Phraſes, 
bur that he can never do z and reafon is againſt his Expoſition, - 
as well as Scripture ; for ſince he-owns new Words not to be the 
principal thing-in Prayer, no man will believe che Spirits afli- 
ſtance is necodfary for the leſs principal ; yea, (where we have 
proper 


(2) 


zproger Phraſes already) for a needleſs thing. Wherefore when 
in the-uſe of our Forms our-Soul is in good frame , and we 
exerciſe all proper Graces, by the afliſtance of the Spirit ; we 
Pray by the Spirit, in all Senſes that the phraſe is capable of, but 
Two, which are of Mr.S.B's owndeviling; firſt,that we do not 
- daily invent new Words; nor ſecondly, do we vainly imagine 
__ _ invent more proper Words, than the-Church hath pro- 
vided. 
After this he runs back tomy-15th Pape,where I had fhewed, 
That if Praying by the Spirit ſignifie , making new Words and 
Phraſes, then none but the Minitter, in public, prays by the Spirit, 
_ fince the people never invent new Words, but the Mimiſters words are 
a Form to them, The Examiner tugs hard to-get off from this 
-Rock, and ſaith firlt, The diſpute is only about bim that officiates. 
But had he read. over the place: he pretends to contute, he 
muſt have ſeen I was anſwering Mr.C/ark/on, who ( Diſc.of Lir. 
.p08-128,129.) makes Praying by the Spirit, a gift common to all 
"Chriſtians: and.yet afterwards ſaith, -He that was able to con- 
ceive @ Prayer bimſelf, yet made uſe of. prayers formed by others ; 
be did nit prey as he was able ; which he makes tobs all one wich 
proving by the Spirit. The. abſurdity of which Afſertion T proved 
. by this {andalous Conſequence of ir , that then the People 
(whom he afficms-to have this Git in all Ages) didgnever pray 
by the Spirit,becauſe they make uſe of Forms made by others; 
ſo that mo our difpute was about the People. For by this I 
made. jt appear,how falſly they expounded the phraſe of prayin 
by the Spiru,by inventing new Words ; which excludes the People 
om eyer pgying by the Spirit at all. Secondly,Mr.S.B.faith, 
"The Miniſter? prayer u not a Form to the Congregation in the Senſe 
we are diſcour/ing of. I anſwer , It is a prayer framed by another, 
*2nd that is Mr.Clark/on's ſenſe of a Form, and (I think) Mr. S. 
'B*s too, who ſaith in this very Page, if a man reſtrain himſelf 
zo tbe words and phraſes put together by cthers which expreſs nct their 
ſenſe ſo well as ſome that occur to them, &c. Here a Form is de 
fined, Words and Phraſes put together by others, and the uſing it, 
reſtraining ones ſelf to thoſe words. Now the people are reftrained 
to words and phraſes put cogether by the Miniſter, - therefore 
- his Prayer is a Form to them : And it oneof the Congregation 
Conceive, he can expreſs his ſenſe better than his Minifter m_ 
an 
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and yet fits by filent, and uſes the Miniſters words to expreſs 
his ſenſe; according to Mr. C/. this man doth not pray as wel 
as be is able; and according to Mr. S. B..be prays not- by the Spirit 
in the full import of the phraſe ; which natural, yet. odious Conſe- 
quence , ſhould make them aſhamed. of their explaining this 
phraſe of Praying by..the Spirit , by-inwventing new. Expreſſions, 
Thirdly, Mr. S. B. ſaith, The Congregation may joyn in the ſpiri- 
tual performance of the duty, atting Graces ſuitable 19 the oceaſions, 
and improving others abilities.to gm their Devotion, "This, ho 
deſigns to.prove, That che Minilters prayer is not a Form to ths 
People ; but I gfficm, the Congregation(who joyn in the Eom- 
mon-Prayer).do, or may do all rhis; yer I hope Mr.S.B. will 
not affirm , that cheir joyning in the Sprints PRAFEReRs 
ating Graces, and uſing the abilities of. the Licurgy-makers to 
furcher their Devotion, proves the Common-Prayer is no Forny 
to our People. Laſtly, he affirms, That the Congregation are not 
called to expreſs ele their inward reſentments- in the fitteſt words 
they are able, I Teply, They are commanded to pray by the Spirit 
in public,as well as mprivate,; and if they- may not uſe their own 
Expreſſions there, then they may pray by the Spirit ,: without 
uling their own words; and. praying fervently is the. main im: 
port of that phraſe. Beſides, he runs from the point,.to tell us 
what is the duty of Miniſters, and what the Peoples : For our 
Queſtion here 1s, Whether theit- being ticd to their Miniſtegs - 
Prayer, do not make it a Form. to them?. not, Whether they 
ſhould: be tied to his words,or no? It I-grant, they ought to be 
tied to his words, .thas makes. them nor leſs a Form to them z 
but I may note, that he cannot produce one. place of Scrip- 
ture where (as.he phraſes.it) Miniſters are. called to ſpeak all 
che Office alone, or to exprels their ſenſe in new holy, daily, 
or where the People are forbid ta fay any part of the Prayers: 
If he cannot ſhew Scripture for. theſe ways of the Diſſeaters, 
he is highly to. blame to. apply che Canting-phcaſe of, - 4 Cal 
(which implies, a Diwine Command) to meer human devices. "Tis - 
apparent from the. beſt antiquicy ſince the Apoſtles, -.and; from 
che Jewiſh Cuſtom, that. the people joyned borh in Praiſes and 
Prayers by Reſponſes, Repetitions, &c. .contrary to which the 
Diſſenters now confine the People wholly to the Miniſters 
words throughout their Excempore. Pjayers; and .then by-a 
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( 22 ) 
-wrong expoſtion of the praying by the Spirit, abuſe their own 
Congregations, as much b they 4 thoſe who uſe the Liturgy, 
and exclude them 'as well as us from Praying by the Spirit. 
Pag. 12.1 granted there was an extraordinary Gitr of Prayer, 
in and after the Apoſtles days, the Spirit fifrniſhing ſome then 
both with words and matter: "This i proved by S.Chryſoftoms, 
who notes it was ceaſed long before his time; and I made it 
probable'that the Original of Litargies, was from Prayers en- 
dited at firſt by theſe Inſpired men, and preſerved in writing 
by ſome for the benefit of after-Ages , (Hiſt. Lit. pag. 17.) 
Mr. S. B. objeats, That I have none but S. Chmyſoftoh: to vouch 
for this Gift. And;zis not he a 'good Evidence for a: matter of 
Fac ſo near his own time, when Mr. $. B. hath not one Father 
nor Argument to diſprove him ? But he ftartles at a dreadful 
Conſequence of his own drefling up, viz, That this would make 
Liturgies, to be Divine Revelations, which he repreſents as little 
leſs than Blaſphemy. Now to put him out of his affright, he 
nuſt conſider; Firſt, Thae there is great difference between 
Holy Scripture , written by Inſpired men on purpoſe to be a 
perfe&t Rule of Faith and Manners, and certainly delivered 
ro us as thevery Word of God ; and Forms occaſionally uſed 
or compoſed by ſome Inſpired man, accidentally preſerved, 
as fome Liturgick Forms,and ſome Sayings of theApoſtles(not 
rded'in the New Teſtament)were: © that the —_— 

e Primitive part of Liturgy was made at firſt by Inſpire 
men, doth not equal it to Scripture. Secondly, This Primitive 
part of Liturgy , is either the very worls of Scripture , or fo 
pious, purs, pertinent, and agreeable to it, that it isno refle- 
Qion on the Spirit of God to fay, this was derived from the 
Prayers: of Inſpired men. Thirdly, The agreement of 
diſtant Churches fo early inthe fame Forms, cannot well be 

made out, unlefs we allow theſe Forms were made at firſt b 
chat” one Spirit , which inſpired all the planters of theſe 
. ſeveral Churches, Laſtly, Ic-is far more arrogant, and nearer 
Blaſphemy , to aſcribe modern , extempore Prayers to Inſpi- 
ration, (as the People are _ to do) ; to charge the Holy 
Spirit with the blunders, tautologies, non-ſenſe, and imperti- 
nencies of chis\'way , muft provoke God with a witneſs. I 
might alſo here ſhew, that two Popiſh Impoſtors firſt brought 
- | up 
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up this way of Dahon prayer in England, and "n _ 


who were | pſ9 ont ot it,have fallen off rtoQuak 
but that is anova wn reg 4). Lceturg... (4); F "rh 
therefore. tothe Examiner; adds, Thar -- ag-7,86.1.7. 
ſome of oft lateſ® Liturgies, bave ſome Prayers 3n Gra 7; 
them, whoſe wery frame ſhtws they were not com- 
paſed by Infpiration. If he ſay this of the __ 1 corrape Ad” 
ditionsto old Liturgies, i els nothing to the, Large: ITS we 
conſider nething;here but che Primitive 
If. he mean # of -our CommonrPrays: Cone of | 
lat Licurgies).I affirm, the meaneſt dey is 7 ofoge to 
be aſcribed to Inſpiration, than the beſt Extempore ye L 
ever TR yet we do notequal them ul hee oy Script of 
now it is, plain,m to 
the value of Liturgies,o fer pages the credic 2 Tay Pant %* 
L will next conſider, whether be hath any better-skill gr ( 
in cxamiang Authors, chan in ns SCriprure APR 
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$1. pag.13: avoidall Cavit, and prevent Fallacies 1 wil 
firſt ſhew what I undertook to prove. in this 
Century; which was, That the Chriſtians bad Forms of Prayer 
and Praiſe, pag. 21, and. @ Liturgy . Ord "a leaſt, PRE-I2- 
That their 'Hywms were certainly in preſcribed Forms, pag 2.5. Their. 
Prayer and Supplication one , and "approved by the Fo hop; their 
Senging alternate, pag-27. This was all-I undertook to prove 
in an-Age-ſo fultof npices Palto and ſo deficient in Writers, 
wherein (as I noted, evidence for Liturgies canner, 
be expetted : And if we 3 tea: made toyards a Liturgy- 
invariably uſed thus. early , we we ſure, as Gifts decrea 
the uſe of. Forms in every Age mult proportionably increaſe. 
My firſt proof is from Foſephur, who faith, The Eſſenes uſed 
early m the Morning, Prayers deliyered them from their Fore- ethers, 
De bell.Fud.1l.2,,c.7. now theſe.muſt be Forms : Philo adds, They 
ſang Hymns alternately ; De bs. th which muſt be | xrTp 
orms 
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Forths alfs; at Eufebins (who from Philosdeferiprions, took 
them tobe 


*be iahs converted by S, Mark) obſerves,' rherr 


_ the Jamit" with" rhoſe- ſong in gbecChurcisin bas time... 
CLINY GREG 2K | d this" erjough' for my pur- ; 
poſe, becaiife it-proves, That ſuch's weve rakenro+be&Chriſti- . 


cis the” miner grants; 


ans by their agreentent wich the” Primitive Rites, certainly had 
and nſed Forms both of Prayer and Praiſe. -He. only cavils 


about Enſehry?s" tot mencioning-their Forms'of Prayer : Sup. . 
poſe kedo'n G, Tf ws (who knew'the ©/ener better): affirms, 
they had Fotins of” Prayer; 46 thar the-thing is cerrainly cruc 


ciently proved > Ati Pb4lo adds, They 2vere won every 
day to pray Morning and Forming. De vit.contemp £42893 which 
Euſebins Teaves out, el alſo-doth many orher things: abour the 
Eſſenes in Phito, contentiright 
Philos, which "deft! | 
ad Canon of the Church mn bis time,-and refers the Reader to the 
Book it ſelf for fuller ſatis fa##ion. So that the 'moſt he can make 
of this ObjeAtion is, That Euſebius doth not expreſly mention 
their Prayers in Forms; but he mentions their Hymns in Forms, 
which are ſo near of kin to Prayers, and generally contain 
Petitions as well as Praiſes, that. the one makes it probable 
both were Forms; however Foſephuc puts it paſt all doubt, 
and therefore, my Point is gained, which is,7har eff we read 
7 who were taken to be Chriſtians , had and uſed Forms both of 
bo fit OT, 


**$. 2. pag. 1h Clemens Romanas is my next Anchor, who uſerh 
the world Fadkeyte for a» Order or Form of Divine Offices, and 
ſpeaks of a determined Rale of Miniſtration.- Mr. $. B. pretends 

miſtook the ſenſe of this word”, which (he ſaith) bgnifies « 
buſ#eſs, office, or work, and in his falſe and forced Paraphraſe.of 
4 place applies it to the work of Lay-mens ordinary Calling. 


0 confute which deſigned miſtake , T ſhall yive this brict” 


account of the Author, and ſubmit ic ro their Judgment who 


'can read the Original: There was a Schiſm at Cormrb, ſome of 


the Paſtors deſpiling the People, and ſome of the People intru- 
ding into the Paſtors Office, which gave occaſionro-rhis Epiſtle, 
wherein Clemens adviſeth them, to Ieave Divine Adminiſtra- 
tions to the Clergy , and to ſubmit to them as Souldiers to their 


Captain, 


F-ocelugs'Thar thigBook of 
their practices; comtains.allrbe Rules 
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oo 1» 
Copteit and the Members to their Head : He orders the Infergars 
to be ſubmiſlive, and the Superiors,not to be proud ; and then 
comes in the firſt place cited, Nay mes muy ionnopls . Lon 8 
Harirs Hamer Wniadeny, xF! naps Tm ſubves Tas, 7%. DEHERICA 12) 
anlugyies rmaneg* Let all things be done in Order , whatever the 
Lord bath commanded us to perform ; and let the Oblations and Li- 
turgies be celebrated at the certain or appointed Times. Clemens umi- 


tatesS. Parl-(1 Cor. xiv. 40.) and ſpeaks of Divine, Qttices as 


* well as he, adviſing;that in thent\ell ;bings ſhould, he, done.in order; 


for cheſs. are the things about which our Lord hath. gizen 
commands, and appointed the ſet-times for Qb/ations ; that is, 
either the Eucharil |; in general, which is often ſo called; or the 
Alms thenoffered up, appointed at Corinth, 0n cho fiſt day of 
the Week, r Cor.xvi.2. and then alſo they Celehrated' Caturgies ; 
that is the ſolemn Offices of Prayer and Praiſe. | But !McS.B's 
Paraphrale of this place (which he darſt not, cite-at large) is 
this, God hath provided for every man , aw office and work to which 
he muſt attend, and do every part of his work or Liturgy , in the 
manner. God hath preſcribed,and at the Sesſon be. bath appointed efr. 

he leaves the word {[Oblstivn;) wholly out;becauls he could not 


' well wreſt;that word to his fgigned Senſe:of ordinary bulinebs, 


which the whole Period contradicts; for where did Chriſt 
require Lay-men to do all their buſmeſs in order ? Where bath be 
preſcribed the manner and ſet-time for Lay-mens Work? And the 
next Sentence 1n Clemens baffles this prerence alſe,; for he goes 
on thus, The Lord hath nvt only determined she” ſeaſons for 
theſe, but alſo where and by whom they mu#t be performed; (Is this 
crue of mens ordinary Callings?) ————So that. they who make 
their Oblations at the ſet-time,are accepted and bleſſed , and cannct 
err, ſince they ohey God———— Froen es the Chief-Prieſs had bu proper 
Liturgy, appointed the Priefts and Lquites theirs , aud the. Laity 
were obliged. ro Lay-dties, (tis not Relyyie there.) We ſe be 
compares the” Qrder of the-Cheiſtian Chuzch 20 that of -the 
Jews, where there was a. preſcribed Rule-for che High Prieſt, 
Prieſts and Levites to officiate by, which he calls a Liturgy, as 
he had named the Rule for Chrittian Prieits performance of 
Divine Offices before ; andthe. compariion ſhews'as well the 
ſame word;Thet xhe Chriſtians were pre/crikid 4s well as the' Jews 5 
as alſo he ſuppeſs , Lay-men might: nor mcddle with Shot 

| D 2 CCS 


; and every ones part was a 
fore niuſtat-leaft be' (as I noted before) a+ fixed Rule or Ordir 


[carmen 


(C26) 


- Offices now (having: duties of their ownY'as well as under the - 
Law. And from this Order , in the-Moſaiek Occonomy,; Che- 
@ 1615 ihfers; Phat the Chriftian Clergy were tvory-one of them in 
bis proper-place+to offer .np" the. Eucbarift-t0 God ,* keeping a good 


Conſeience,and with all gravity keeping cloſe to (iy 6810udioy # reli - 
yis dvr7 xayive*) the determined Rule of his Liturgy : Which 
refers to thoſe various parts of the Offiees which were per- 
formed; ſome by the Biſhop, others by- tho Prieſts or Deacons ;, 

lidtted by the Liturgy, which there- 


fer- Dinyine Adminiſtrations : And if they needed ſuch a pre- 
ſcribed Order then, and had one as-well -as the Sons of Lew: 
in this Inſpired Age, we need a compleatLiturgy enjoyned 
now; whett- Inſpiration is :ceafed; Clemens goes on to ſhew, 


- what-Chrift had detormined about the place: where , and the 


ns by-whom' Divine Offices were to be'performed,pag.95, 
97. And'the whole Diſcourſe ſhews ; the ſhameful prevarica- 
tion of: Mr.'8. B. in explaining theſe paſſages of all: Chriſtian 


People, and (aniſuyyla) of Ordinary work, when in one Page, 
»viz-pag.9%: itisthrice uſed, Forthe Ruls. for celebrating Divine 
: Offices, which was fixed and-prefcribed, and that was 'a geod 


' ſtep cowards an enjoyned Liturgy-invariably to be uſed, if ir. 
' were not the very thing it ſelf. 


$.3: p 15: Pliny relates, That the Chriſtians- ſaid an Hymn 


»m- Forms; and is often-uſed for # Prayer; "and 


he had confited-the:Qbſervation -I made, that Pliny doth 


not expreſs it, that they ſang, but ſaid this {Carmen}, which makes 
it-probable ic might-be a Prayer; and we knew-the Chriſtians 
ſed Prayers .as well as Hymns-to Chriſt. Moreover Pliny 
evidently deſcribes all the Service by this -word,- and whatever 
it notes (Prayers or Praiſes ) -*cis certain they were: in Forms, 
becauſe they ſaid them alternately. And finally;' if it do 
lignifie Hymns,.I gays many Reaſons why the Prayers and the 


Hymns 


|  ] alrernarely to Ghrift, as God , early in the Mornmg : ' 
« My-Examiner ſaith, th5s only relates to Pſalms or Hymns , and 1 
would draw \in Prayers with them , which Pliny fpeaks not of. 
Bat he ſhould not have ſaid this,- till he anſwered the proof 1 
_— in my 23d Page;*that-[Carwen] among the-Romans 
vengte Fo hy 

Ti k 
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. quence will be plain, 
public Prayer; ,and in that , -would have the Magnefians do 


(:.27*) 


' Hymns might be alike; All which to pag-15.(chough fi enough 
et w 


to be examined). Mr. S. B. wholly pa , which is to me 
a Confeſſion, that he. could. give. no. reaſon why this Teſti- 


Wy mony ſhould not be evidence for the uſe of Forms,” both in 
- their Prayers and Praiſes : He only catches at one Expreſſion, 


pag 24. and ſaith, Pliny?s account of the Chriſtians deth not exatly 
agree with-that of Euſebius , concerning . the Eſſenes. ; He ſingles 
out Euſebius only to cavil., whereas 1- did - not name. Euſebires 
here, but referred to the whole account given before of the 
Eſſenes (by Foſephus, Philo, and' Euſebins.) pag. 20, Where it 
appears, that thoſe Eſenes exaRtly agreed with Pliny's Chriſtians, 
firlt, in the uſe of Forms; ſecondly, in uſing them altermtely; 


and, thirdly, in-uſfing them early in-the morning; This is all 


the agreement I mentioned, and all my Queſtien obliged me 
to conſider ; for this ſtill confirms the eatly - uſe of Forms, 
and makes it probable thoſe Eſſenes were Chriſtians, who had 
uſed. them.even from the time of S. Mark, 


$..4- pag.16. Ignatius teſtifies, that -the. Chriſtians-in their 
Aſſemblies had Oe Prayer , and one Supplication, - Mr.S. B. ſaith, 
I. take this for a ſolid ax of a fixed Liturgy: But L infer no 
more from this and another place, pag. 26. than, rbat it is pro- 
hable from hence, there was then one Form of prayer and admini- 
ſtring the Sacraments, 7 thing by the Biſhop. And this Conle- 
it we conſider, that. Jnativs & ſpeaking:of 


nothing without. the Biſhap and Presbyters-, and wor to make 
trial of all things agreeing to their own fancy; (this Paſſage Mr. S. 
B. leaves out, becauſe. it cenfures Extempore Prayers) Bue 


. when they met to pray, they muſt have all one Prayer, and one. Sup- 
| pu n _ {o. Mr. $. B's Edition reads it).. ' Now then, 


he Prayer they were to uſe was allowed by the Biſhop, -and 
not ſuch as agreed to. private Miniſters fancies; it. was One 
Rcayer and Supplication. uſed by allin common; all which is 
the proper deſcription of a,Liturgy.: Whereas an Extempore 
Prayer, is ſo yariot it cannot be approved ; that agrees to 
private and ſingle Miniſters fancies; ic is daily varied, and fo 
not.one; ſpoken by the Miniſter alone, and ſo not repeated by 
all in common; . But,a, Form is . properly ons.and tated 

rays. . 


_ {{r88-) 
Prayer.” And ſo S.Chryſoftom, when he deſcribes the Prieft and 
Prop 6: yocally —— the Form of Confeffion , uſeth this 


phraſe, zyme alar rigor Sxlw Hom. 18 in '2 Gr. They all + 


repeat One Prayer. - As tothe Biſhops approbation'; the ſecond 
ation makes that neceſſary to every Authentic celebra- 
tion of the Euchariſt and Baptiſm ; and I know not how a 
Biſhop can tell, whether he ſhall approve or diſapprove of any 
Form of celebration made Extempore; he muſt fee it written 
down before he can judge of it: So that here we have very 
fair evidence of Prayers, Litanies, and Sacramental Admini- 
{trations, in Forms approved by the Biſhop. Mer. S. B. would 
evad? this by ſaying, One Prayer implies no more, than a Prayer in 
which all joyned: But if that were true, it might be a Form ſtill, 
'becauic the moſt apparent method for all co joyn in One 
-prayer, 'is-for all to pray by one Form; and they-who come 
together daily co fay a different prayer, rather joyn in ſeveral 
prayers, thanin One ; beſides, Ignatins his One Prayer was not 
the produdt of _—_ Fancies , it was ſome Fixed known 
thing, :capable of being conſidered and approved by the Bi- 
ſhop ;\and the conftant uſe of ir, is made the mark of one 
who 'was in communion with his Biſhop, that is, (in S:Chry- 
ſoRtom's ſenſe ) One Form repeated in common between the Biſho 
or Prieſt, and the People. 1 only add, that when Mr. S. B.too 
notice, that ſpnatins would have all that live under an Ortho- 
dox' and/Sound Biſhop, joyn in Communion with him, in the 
uſe of that Prayer and way of Adminiſtration which he ap- 
proved, he had a fair occafton to have ſeen ſome Faults on 
the Diſſenters ſide ; who now cannot deny,but their Biſhops are 
Orthodox, and yet ſeparate from their Communion. 

Pag.1y. I proved both by Socrates and Photins, that [gnatins 
firſt brought the way of fingin Hymns by way of Amiphone 
into - the 'Church of Antioch : Valeſixe's Notes on this paſſage 
enable Mr. S. B. to quarrel at this, and ſay, That the Learned 
generally count thus Relation of Socrates ro þ fabulows; and that 

oret is poſitive, that Flavianus and Diodorus firft brought 
in this pay there. I reply, He defpiſes the Opinion of Learned 
men, when'it is not on his fide, See pag: 35: and here he appeals 
x6 it, but miſtakes ic; for it is che Viſion of Angels (who taughe 


Tynarias thus to ſing, as Socrates' faith ) which fome of the 


Learned 
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Learned count Fabulous; but divers Learned merr think it 
very probable, that Ignarius might fer up this way of Singing 
at Antioch: For Moſes , by the Spirit of God, taughr the 1/7a- 
elites to fing thus in the Wilderneſs, Exod.xv. Thus they ſang in - 
the Te Fervice: The Choir of Angels' in the Viſion of 
Iſaiah, ſang by way of Antiphone, Tſai.vi. So did the Effencs in 
Philo, and the Afan* Chriſtians in Pliny, before Ignatine's time ; - 
and can it be unlikely he ſhould fer up this way ar Antioch ? 
eſpecially fince Flawianur and Diodorns (as Mr.S.B:- grants) had 
it from the Syrians, the old Inhabjtants'of, thar Country where 
Antioch ſtood. As for Theodoret, he ſpeaks not of Hyzms, but 
ſaith, Flavianss and Diodorus firſt brought in the alternate 
ſinging of David's Pſalms at Antioch ; which may be true, , 
though - /gnatizs had begun to we ns there by way of 
Antiphone long before: Nor am' F fo concerned for this” 
fog as my Examiner thinks ; becauſe , he 'may fee 1 have. 
ſufficient Evidence withoat it, to ſhew,That Hymns were pre- ' 
ſcribed Forms, and ſung alternately in-this firft Century. And 
he paſſes over in filence a plain Teſtimony of mine , pap. 28. 
proving, | That _—_ were preſcribed in Forms line} From, 
the' beginning of Chriſtianity , and were fo known as to be 


cited for Authority 5n points of Faith in the next Cen-' 


tury. Wherefore I have ſhewed, That'in this Age wherein 
there were ſo many — Inſpired, they choſe to uſe 
Forms both »of Prayer and Praiſe; and if_ they who needed 
not Forms,ufed them' of choice,” as the beft way of Worſhip; 


- n 


Our Age which needs them, may welt enyoyn then. 


—_ 


{, he- Second C entary. 


$.1 Pw that Prayer which began with the Father, and ended 

with the Hymn of many Names , in Lucian, where he 
deicribes and derides a Chriſtian Aſſembly; L inferred, That 
the Chriſtians then had Prayers and Hymns known by 
their proper Titles; which implies, they uſed Forms in public. 
Mr. S. B. faſt queſtions, whether this were a Chriſtian Aſſembly; 
and 


% 
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-and perhaps he is the. firſt and only man that ever. did que- 
ſtion it. - Mc. 2/ede cites this very. place, to prove the Chriſtians 


had Churches in Zxcien's time ; See his Diſc. of Churches, Tom.l. 
?4g-22. and the learned Notes of Wooveras and Heraldus on 
feowtrins Felix, cite this Dialogue of Lucian, to prove the Chri- 
ſtians of that Age were pale with Faſting ; Nor. in Min. Fel. 
pag. I og. Lugd. Bat. 1672. Secondly , The Examiner thinks 


Lucian here deſign d toridicule Pagan as well as Chriftian Religion. 


I reply, He begins the Dialogue with a Jocular repreſentation 
of the rgumen og by Chriſtians, aging Swearing by che 
Heathen gods, with deſign only to render Chriſtianity odious 
to the Pagans; but the latter part,(whence this paſlage is cited) 
is wholly taken up ina dire&expoling of Chriſtianity; witneſs 
his Jeer upon the Name of Chriſt, his mention of Catechu- 
nba, ths Scoffing at the Toctcins of the Trinity, Providence, 
and a Future-ſtate, with: his intimating the Chriſtians were a 
ſort of Magicians: Yeazat laſt Mr.S.B. grants, He might deſign 
this as a *: <4 on-their way of. praying to one perſon firſt, and 
then concluding -as if they prayed” to many; he ſhould have ſaid, 
praiſedmeny: Eor the end was, an, Hymn of many Names. And 
if this be Lucian's fenſe, That they, had, a-Prayer begitining 
with the Father, anda-Hymn in the coaclyſion,called ihe Hymu 
of many Names; then Chriſtians uſed ſome certain Forms both 
of Prayer and Praiſe , which had certain beginnings and 

roper Titles, fo as ſuch. as heard then. might give them. the 


ames by which -chey-were commonly. known ; The. Prayer 


had a certain beginning, -and, the. Hyma (if it were not the 
Triſagion) muſt be in Form, as aſl Hymns generally were. As 
for his wonder, how @ Feering Pagan could be admitted to hear 


rhe "prayers, which were then concealed from Heathens : It may be 


Newsto him, what S«idar and others fay of Lucian, That be 
was a Chriſtian, jea,-a Preacher at Antioch' before his Apoſtacy ; 


and that enabled him'to know all the Dorin and Worſhip of 


the Chriſtians. Though ict is not improbable, that the Blaſphemy 
and Railing of this and other Apoſtates, contributed to make 
them-ſtill more cautious to conceal theirMyſteries,of which the 


next Age affords Itore of Evidence. | 
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S.2. pog-1g: I obſerved Juſtin Martyr ſhews ſome inclination 
this way ; for though he write of the Chriſtian Worſhip , yet 
he gives no account of the particular words uſed in-celebra- 
ting it. The Examiner faith , He doth not ſo much as ſay they 
had Forms, 1 reply, I have proved by other Evidence they had 
Forms, and both Jews' and Gentiles then worſhiped God by 

orms ; fo that his ſilence argues the Chriſtians had not altered 
that point, whereas a new way would have needed fome Apoy 
logy, * But he finds me in a great miſtake about Baptiſm, the 
worgs of which (he faith) Fu/tin Martyr relates , wiz. In the 
Name of the Father of all things,the Lord God, and of our Sawiour 
Chriſt, and of the Holy Ghoſt. Bur the miſtake will prove on his 
ſide, for I ſaw theſe words; but I affirm they are not the yery 
words by which they did Baptize , but a paraphraſe on them 
(as the learned Foſſius declares ; See Hiſft.Lat par.2.ch.4-pag.252.) 
So that this deſcription, as well as that cautious Exprefiion, of 
regenerating new Converts, as we were regenerated ; are intended 
to diſguiſe the myſterious Form, which no ſober man canima- 
gine Ta Chriſtians of this early and pure Age ſhould alter fo 
much from that which Jeſls preſcribed. And to confirm my 
Opinion, that Fuftin Martyr was for concealing the words of 
their worſhip , I. obſerve that he ſaith', The Catechamens were 
taught to pray. Now they could not pray without a Form we 
may be ſure, yet Juſtin doth not tell us what this Form was, 
though the pra&ice of the next Ages affure us, it was the Lorgs 

Prayer, which the Catechumens learned juſt before Baptiſm. 
Again, he doth not mention divers Ceremonies of the Euchariſt - 
and Baptiſm ; ſuch as the Kiſs of Charity,repeafing the Creed, 
renouncing the Devil, &c. though learned Men believe theſe 
were in uſe in his time; but he writ to Heathens,and would not 
give them an account of the particular Rites in Chriſtian wor- 
ſhip: And though his general Exprefftons and formerEvidence 
make it out they uſed Forms then, yet I ſaid I would nor inſ/# 
upon that general account be gives of their Supplications,though theſe 
Phraſes are found in ancient Litames, The modeſty of this ſeems 
to offend him (who is very rarely guilry of offending on that 
ſide) and he asks, Whether ſuch things cannot be pray'd for, but in 

preſcribed words ? and,buw it-appears Juitin M. borrowed this from 

any Litany? A man wouls think he could expreſly prove, _ 
= TUNgs 
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things were then. prayed for extempore, becauſe: he will nor 
allow this for a probable Evidence : But impartial men will 
conſider, there are other evidences of Forms.in this Age , and 
One Supplication in Tgnatius ; as alſothat there were Litanies ſoon 
after, which were ſo old in the Fourth Century, as to pretend 
to be compoſed by the Apoſtles: Alſo in them, theſe very 
things are prayed tor in Forms ; wiz. The Converſion of the Fews, 
and the Deliverance of the Gentiles from their Errors, &c. almoſt® 
in SF afting very. words, who cites them here for a proof of the 
Chriſtians Charity, in a diſpute with a learned Jew, who would 
ſcarce have taken arbitrary,uncertain,or extempore Expreflions 
for a ſolid proot of Chriſtian uſages : All this, I hope wilt 
paſs with moſt men for a probable Evidence, That Jufin did 
refer to a Form of Supplication. . | 

Pap. 29. Again I expounded Juſtin Martyr's phraſe of [wires 
da; ] Common-Forms in which all might joyn, proving it by 
S.Cyprians {tiling the Lords Prayer, in which all the Congrega- 
tion vocally joyned,a Common: Prayer; and this I ſhewed agreed 
to Ignatius his One Prayer and Supplication in common. And to 
juitifie my Expoſition, q now add, That Fuſtin M.himſelf ſeems 
thus to explain ic in the next page, where he faith, *Arignuda 
x00 Tayles x} ivaas my mpdy* Apol. 2. pag. 98. We all riſe, and in 
common ſend up our Prayers. And S.Chry/oiiom acurately explains 
the Phraſe , where he ſaith, Keel x} Tape 77 irgiur, x map, umoy 
Yirorles a dy, Hom. 18. in 2 Cor. Common-Prayers are made be- 
tween the Prieſt and People. Mr.S.B. without any Evidence to 
ſupport him,rejects this ſenſe, and will have them called, Common- 
Prayers, becaufe (as the next words import) :hey extended to all 
Mankind : But. the very Reaſon he gives for his Explication, 
confutes it. The next words ſay , They were made for all men ; 
and if Common-Prayer had ignified the fame thing , here had 
been a plain tautology, and 7«#in (as he expounds) mult ſay, 
They made Prayers for all men, praying fer all men : Wherefore as 
the latter words imply the ſubject of them was general ; ſo the 
former [wyai dy ] ſhew, they were common both to Prieſt 
and People, each having their known ſhare, which can on] 
be in the uſe of Forms; and' this is the true ſenſe of Ry 


- which the Criticks derive from [ze'a,] and fay it is, 73 mis ras; 


ecaxeiudlpor* that which lies before all, and every one ſhares in. 
| Hence 
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Flence the Ancients Common Meal, of which all their Friends 
there aſſembled had a portion, was called [Czna]; wherefore 
this Phraſe applied to Prayers, Ggnifies, that the Congregation 
had a ſhare in the Service, and ſhews they were Forms, for 
themſelves, and for all others: And «tin would rather have 
called them, General or Univerſal, than Common-Prayers , if he 
_ meant by that Epithet to ſignifie, they were made for all 
en. | 
Pag.2 1. But the moſt famous pallage in F«fin M. is that of 
the Preſidents offering up Prayers, and in like manner Thankſgivings 
[Son Dries wry | as well 2s be is able. Mr.Clarkſon firſt produ- 
ced this place to prove, that they uſed Extempore prayers then 
at the Euchariſt, ;:and ſpent near Ten pages in Quotations , to 
make out that to be the import of this Phraſe. To this I made 
two general Replies; Firſt, If this were the ſenſe of voy Swaws, 
it would not follow from the Clergies praying ſo in the In- 
ſpired Ages, that we muſt pray ſo now. Secondly,That Mr.Cl. 
was hard put toit for proofs, when he laid ſo much fſtrels on a 
Phraſe -that at leaſt is very ambiguous. Theſe two Replies 
Mr.S.B. takes no notice of: Thirdly, I anſwered all Mr. C75 
pertinent om , and brought others to ſhew, that this 
Phraſe gn: es no more than praying and praiſing God with 
all poſſible fervency ; the Examiner interpoſes to judge between 
us, and without enquiring into either of our Quotations, gives 
ſentence againſt me,and his pretended Reaſons for it are theſe : 
Firſt , Becauſe Juſtin M. for the underſtanding this Phraſe , 
refers us (not to wwrires, as I affirmed, but) to &&' may, a little 
before, where he ſaith, The Preſident offers up prayers and praiſes 
to God,eFc.and gives thanks for the benefits vouchſafed in.the Lords 
Supper &' mw, which (for any thing he yer knows) fignifies, - 
diſtinitly and with wariety of Expreſſim. I reply , This pallage 
where [#" #1x9] is found, ſpeaks only of giving thanks, he hath 
added| Prayers ] of his own head. Secondly, 'Eni ext fignities, 
for a long time, and not (as he fancies) diſtin#ly or with wariety 
of Expreſſion, as appears by As xxviii.6. where,when the Viper 
hung on PauPs Hand, the Barbarians expetted [int ao] for 4 
{omg time;that he ſhould have fallendown dead ; but ſurely they 
did not expect this diftin#ly or with wariety of Expreſſion : So 


that im} eoxv cannot explain Ja Swim , in his Senle. But, 
E.2 Thirdly, 
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Thirdly, *Furbres, is uſed of the prayers after Baptiſm , which 
no doubt were agreeable ro hols at the Euchariſt, and (as I 
fhewed) it ſignihes, they were made, eermeſtly, devoutly , and 
affetionately, which 1s the import of to Awews in the prayers 
and praiſes at the Communion. So thar ſtill ic.appears; Fuſt in 
M. by both theſe phraſes intended to expreſs the fervency of 
him that othagiated, not his uling new and various words. - - 
Pag.22. Again, Secondly, Mr. S. B, underſtands not, why its 
Ggnifying ferwently ſhould exclude the other ſenſe, of the Preſidents 
uſing his ability, as to Expreſſions. It ſeems there are many things 
he doth not , and ſome he will not underſtand; I donbt the 
latter is the caſe here ; for there is an obvious Reaſon, why this 
ene. phraſe cannot ſignife both in this place, piz, becauſe it is 
nov uſual for an Author in the fame place, to uſe the ſame 
phrale inewo ſo different ſenſes; and I have ſhewed the moſt 
uſual and probable ſenſe is, fervently; and therefore Mr.C|.muſt 
not build a new Notion, upon his new and falſe .Expoſition, 
As tothe Examiner, he would make that ſenſe neceſſary by a 


_ Caſe which he refers to me to-decide, wiz. Whether a Miniſter 


uſing a preſcribed Form with all the feryency be can , may be [aid 
to pray as well as be is able, if he think he can repreſent his Reſent- 
ments better by his own Expreſſions? Which Cale 1 thus reſolve ; 
If the Form he uſe be our Liturgy,and he goes on ſtill to uſe ir, 
notwithſtanding the {piric of Pride ſuggeſts co him great things 
of his own abilities, He prays better than he is abic to do on 
the ſadden, in his own Exprethions: And I cannot believe any 
conlidering man of tolerable modeſty, will fay, that he is able 
to expreſs the wants of a public Congregatian better(eſpecially 
without ſtudy) than they are exprefled in our acurate Forms, 
drawn up by ſo many learned and pious Men, with great care 


and judgment, wherein alt ordinary caies are provided for, ' 


and to which (when public Atﬀairs require-it) New occaſional 
Forms are added in better Expreflions, than moſt of us can put 
together by ſtudy and our utmoſt care: He therefore who 
_ fervently by tuch Forms, certainly prays as well as he is 


Q. 

Thirdly, He advileth me, ts lock over my Quotations again, and 
ſee whether they mean no mcrethan vigorous affettions: Which is a 
fine way of covering his ill ſucces in examining them. He never 
{lips 
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ſlips any advantage; and from his filence. I may conclude, he 
found none here; wherefore my proofs for this Senſe ſtand 
good, till heoffer ſomething to invalicaee them. 

Pag. 23. A further proof, that Jon Puvews relatss only to the 
Afﬀe&ions, is, becauſe itis frequently applied to praiſes, which 
I have proved, generally were in Forms. And l ;juſtly taxed 
Mr.Cl. for applying the phraſe only to Prayers,ſfince in this and 
another place of Fu#Fin,it chiefly,if not only relates ts the Hymns. 
Mr.S.B. falfly cices my words, as if I laid, It only related to the 
Hymns,&c,whereas I do think itrelates toPrayers,but not onlynor 
chiefly. to them; becauſe in the former place of 7u/tzz M. p.60.ir 
is joyned to eIv3y7es,praiſing God as well as we are able,andin the 
latter place, pag. 98. it immediately follows ivzagicia; , offering 
praiſes as well as weare able; And fo it doth allo in three of 
thoſe four places which I produced, pag. 36, 37. Wherefore Joy - 
S$wazws, being {0 often applicd to Praiſes, and chiefly relating to 
them, intheſzrwo places of Fuftin M. and they being for the 
moſt part in preſcribed Forms, it muſt Gignifie ſomething which 
is proper to thoſe who praile God by a Form,thart is(not making 
new Expreflions,, but) ferwexcy : But if he will have it in 
Tuſtin M. equally relate to Prayers, it is certain the Prayers and 
Praiſes were both alike;for he ſaich,'Evz&s &woles x ivazriviag,&c. 
pag.98. He offereth 7 Prayers, and in like manner Thankſgrvings, 
©. So that if the Praiſes were Forms , the Prayers were 1o 
alſo. Now the Hymns at the Euchariſt were one fort of praiſes, 
inſticuted by Chriſt, and ſurely not omitted by this pure Age, 
ſo near their firſt appointment; and theſg muſt be Forms:; yec 
theſe among other Praiſes were offered up(lar Swews)Fervently, 
but not with new Exprefſions. He obyects, There are other ways 
of praiſing God beſides Hymns : 1 grant 'it ; but {till the Hymns, 
which were not invented by the Preſident, were offered up 
according to bis ability ; that is, as Aoathaagh, as he was able. 1 
grantalſo,there was a large Thankſgiving uſed atthe Euchariſt, 
but this was reduced to a written Form , when the Apoſtolical 
Conſtitutions were writ ; and the Form was fo old then, that ic 
was pretended to be made by the Apoſtles, and ſo might be a 
Form in Tu{tin's time. As to his Obje&tion, That Juſtin peaks 
of 110 audible concurrence of the people iu theſe Offices , but only by 
{aying, 4Amen, 1 reply, Suppoſe he did not,yet aNegative Argu- 
ment 
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ment from the ſilence of one Author, is like an induction of 
one particular , it proves nothing ; ſince other Writers of this 
Age do teſtifg, that the Praiſes were made by Forms : And 
yer I have ſhewed from the former place of Tuſtin Martyr, 
pag.60. (in my 35th page) That the whole Congregation of Chri- 
ſtian people did praiſe God in their Oblations (ion Suwajus) a5 well as 


| they were able : Therefore that Phraſe doth ſignifie ſomething 


that the People cando as well as the Prieſt, which 1s praiſing 
God ferwently,and not by new Expreſſions. 

Pag. 24. And this leads me ro my next Argument, 
why this Phraſe muſt not be interpreted of new Expreſſions, 
but Fervency : becauſe in the parallel place of Juſtin, in 
Eccleſiafticns xliii. 30. in two places of Origen, and one of 
Naziarizen, ( tou Swiawus ) or ſomething of the ſame import 
is applied to the People, who ( as my Adverſaries grant ) 
are not allowed in public to pray or praiſe God in expreflions 
of their. own. Mr.S.B. drops all the proofs of this (according 
to his uſual way) and not being able ſolidly to anſwer the Ar- 
gument , he runs out into his od excurſion , That the diſpute is 


' about him that officiates, and to talk of the Minifters and Peoples 


diſtin Duties in public. This I anſwered before, upon pag.I 11h, 


and am not at leiſure to repeat ſo often as he ſees fit to ſay the 


ſame things; therefore I will only ſay here, That Mr. C/. and 
S. B. expound Joy Awepns in a ſenſe which makes it impollible 
to be applied to the People, and which makes it improper to. be 
{aid of any but him that officiates, that is, they make it fignifie 
_— the befF new Expreſſions he was able; which lignification 
I do lufficiently diſprove, when I ſhew that in Fuftin and other 
Authors, «this phraſe is attributed to the whole Congregation, 
and therefore it muſt ſignifie ſomething which the people do, 
as well as the Prieſt, that is, it muſt ſignifie Ferwency, and refer 
to the affeftions,not to the invention of new words and phraſes. 
As for Mr.CFs numerous QuotationsI anſwered all that related 
to Prayers and Praiſes in public; but did not think fit to trouble 
the-Reader or my ſelf, to anſwer his Inſtances, where this or a 
like Phraſe was applied to other Subjects, ſuch as Writing, 
Preaching, or private Devotion, as thoſe of S.Chry/oFtorn, p.1 x9. 
and S.Baſil,p.12o. And I think it not very modeſt in him(who 
hath ſcarce anſwered one of my collateral proofs) to triumph 
over 
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over me for omitting ſuch Quotations as were not to the pur- 
poſe; in the mean time , I hope I have ſatisfied all that are 
unprejudiced,that fo Swaws,when it is appliedto public Offices, 
ſignifies Ferwently, and that it can be no foundation for arbi- 
| trary, and extempore praying and praiſing God, - eſpecially 
when they have nothing in this Age,bur this and another phraſe 
to ſupport ſo odd an Expolition. | 
$.3- pag-25. I Cited is Ti alaves ff aiaruy © World without end, 
out of Ireneus, to _ they had Hymns then in Form, and- 
ſuppoſed this was the concluſion of the Gloria Patri. Mr. S. B. 
underſtands not how this was a jtinted Liturgy. Very right! But 
he knows I brought.it not to prove a whole Lirurgy,butlimited 
it for a proof of one Hymn ; and therefore he is unjuſt, to pur 
in more into. the Concluſion than I did, and from thence to 
invalidate my Argument. Upon which occaſion I would ask 
three Queſtions : Firſt, Whether he or Mr. C}. have brought (o 
expreſs a proof as this, that any ſingle part of the Service was 
Extempore? Secondly, Whether th2 proof of any one Primi- 
tive Form,known and uſed fo early(as this which is mentioned. 
allo in Clem. ep. ad Cor. pag.98,& 194.) doth not prove it ancient 
and lawful to uſe preſcribed Words 1n public Worſhip ? Thirdly, 
W hat reaſon can be given,why other parts of the Service mighc 
not be in Form, as well as this? But ſtill Mr.S. B.cannot appre- 
bend how this proves the Gloria Patri, —_ no Doxolopy but that. 
can end with theſe words. His Apprehenſion would have been 
quicker, if this had been a ſeeming proof of Mr.C7's ſide; bur. 
let it be conſidered by unbiafſed perſons , That if-theſe words: 
be the concluſion of any other Form , i ſerves my-purpoſe as 
well,as if they concluded the Gloria Parri:And ict is evident they 
were the certain and conſtant Concluſion of. ſome Form , be- 
cauſe the Hereticks urge them, and the Orthodox own them as. 
uſually ſaid i their Eucharift.'They could not havecharged, nor 
would theſe have confeſſed an uncertain arbitrary phraſe; nor 
could Clemens, Irenezus, and Tertullian have agreed in it, if ſome 
of them ſometimes only had uſed ir; And ſince we can prove, 
the Gloria Patri to be an Hymn as early as this Apge,. and Ter- 
tullian notes, that theſe words, World without end, were then (as 
they allo are now) repeated by the People; I hope it is probable 
| | at 
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at leaſt, that this was a part of the Gloria Patri. To conclude, 
This way of- Arguing is further from an imitation of the 
Hereticks in [reneus, (as he ſuggeſts) than his pretending my 
Evidence for one Form was intended to prove a whole Liturgy 
is from mean Sophiſtry. 


$.4. Pag.26. When Clemens of Alexandria ſaith, The Chriſtians 

ayed as baving one common Voice, and.one mind; Strom, 7. he 
plainly alludes to that of the Apoſtle , Rom. xv. 6. of Glorifying 
, God with one mind and one mouth : Wherefore I expounded Cle- 
mens, as Grotius doth the Apoſtle, That One common Viice, inti- 
mates , their joyning Voices in reſponſory Forms ; Mr. Cl. and 
Mr. S. B. will have this One common Voice , to be that of the Mi- 
_ miſter, who ſpeaks inflead of all the People z they mean in their 
New-faſhioned Aſſemblies , where (contrary to the Ancients) 
the Congregation is wholly filent , and make no Reſponſes. 
* But my account is not only agreeable to Antiquity , where I 
- have proved both by Scripture and Fathers , alternate and re- 
ſponſory praiſes and prayers were uſed : But alſo this very 
Phraſe proves, That the *People joyned vocally in the public 
Worſhip, which could not be without Forms. Thus the I/ra- 
lites Promiſe, to keep Gods Law , is exprefled (Exe. xix. 3.) 
by their Saying this all togerber ; and Exod. xxiv.3. They anſwered 
it with one voice. Baals Prophets did not chooſe one Fore- 
man to ſpeak for them, when rhey all with one mouth prophecied 
good ro Ahab, 1 Kingxxii.z5, Nor had the mutinous Epheſians 
one Spokeſinan, when they cried out ſo long together with one 
woice, A&.XiX. 34. but each man vocally joyned with the reſt. 
'Thus when the Singers, and thoſe who played on Muſical 
Inſtruments, united their Notes to praiſsGod, they are ſaid to 
make One ſound, 2 Chron.v. 13. or as the LXX read it, & tran 
ulz gorh, They made one Voice » Ty ayaguytiy gory pig, &c. 
while they anſwered each other in ſinging, with one woice , their 
confeſſion and praiſe to God: And $. Baſil expreſly uſes the phraſe 
in this Senſe, where he faith, TI«rms xony os it Or cual, x 
wh 1g xapSes Thy # iEownoynous Yayudy ayagtprer* ifie banfY] Trac & 
T6 pan + wilavolas werrghyor* Baſil. Epilt.63. They all in common, 
as with cone mouth and one heart, «offer up the Pſalm of Confeſſicn; 
. every one making theſe penitential Words to be his own. This Pialm 
probably 
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PRs was the LL however certainly it was a Form repeated 
vocally by Prieft and People; and this is the true Notion of 
a Common-prayer , atid a Prayer. wh. d#e Mouth. Having 
thus juſtified my Expoſition, I need not ſtand upon his petty 
Objetions, -viz. 1ſt If the People anſwered , there would not be 
one, but two Voices. Te grant , if he pleaſe, ſometimes there 
were Two thouſand Voices; yet if they all repeated the ſame 
Form, or all joyned by 'Turns to catty on the fame Common- 
ſervice (as in reſponſory Prayers and alternate Hymns) it is 
very proper to ſay, All theſe have one Voice, and glorifie God 
with one . Month. 2ly, He notes, Thar S. Paul /aith expreſty, 
IWith one Mouth, Rom.xv.but Clemenss words are, As it were with 
one mouth or yoice. I reply, The Father only deſigns to ſoften 
the Apoſtles Expreſhon , Dry when many vocally joyn in 
public Forms, they have not ſtrily one Voicey but as it Tere 
one Voice. Yet we ſee the phraſe of Oe woice, is properly and 
often applied , to many joyning in the ſame words: But Cle- 
”e1s phraſe, and S.Baſils, As it were 'with one mouth, can never 
be Properly applied to the Extgmpore man, who is abſolutely, 
and throughout, the only Mouth of his filent Auditors. 

Pag. 28. It is no fault in Mr. C/. to have.nothing but Con- 
jectures for his Opinion, in this and the following Ages ; but 
he wonders I ſhould infiſt upon Conjettures. TI gave divers Rea- 
ſons, why we muſt expe little more than probable Proofs in 
this time ; and ſupported my ,Conjeures with Arguments. 
Mr.S.B. touches not either the Reafons or Arguments, but 
cenſures my way of proceeding : He doth not deny that the 
Chriſtians imitated the/Jews in the Hours of Prayer; and L 
have proved by Authors , that they imicaced them in 
alternate Singing and Praying by Forms ; ſo that though it be 
but a Conjecture from Clemens atteſting they uſed the Jewiſh 
Hours of Prayer, to infer a probability of their imitating them 
in Forms; yet the thing is-plainly proved elſewhere', and fo 
he ought not to expoſe this Notion, as ail over Conjefture, and 
one Dottor's Opinion , eſpecially ſince he cannot confute it, but 
by ſaying, If the Chriſtians of that Age were of another Opinion, 
what becomes of my Argument? | am fure this is meer Con- 
jecure: Lerthim bring as many Proofs, that theſe early Ghri- 
ſtians were for Extempore prayers and praiſes, as I have o_ 
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for-Forms, and then he ſhall have leave ſometimes to ſuppoſe 
it; till chen his C1f} is-an evaſion, no anſwer- As to the place 
F alledged out of: Clemens ,. which ſhews the Method of the 
Chriſtians Prayers, and the main things-they pray'd for ; He 
35 right-as tothe Quotation, but. miſtaken in ſaying, 1 applied 
itto public Prayer ;. neither I nor Clemens limited it either to 
public or -private Prayer: If he pleaſe, I will ſuppoſe this 
place refers-to private Prayers; and then I muſt ask , how 
Clemens could know fo well , and fo exactly deſcribe the me- 
thod and matter of mens private Prayers, if they were not in 
Forms? and- if they uſed Forms in private , 'tis more than 
probable they ufed them in public alfo. -Mr. S. B. concludes 
with diverting his Friend , By my dextrozs- device (as he calls it) 
of pens looking up to Heawen , while they uſe the Common Prayer. 
Now in this there is no device at all, it is plain matter of 
Fa&, which I have done and ſgen a Thouſand times,it being as 
common for ſuch as prayed by ourLiturgy, to look frequently 
up to Heaven in imitatioh of the primitive Chriſtians, as it is 
for Mr. $. Bs Friends to wink, when they pray Extempore ; 
and it he could prove they looked up to Heaven , while their 
Eyes were ſhut, that would be a dextrous device indeed. 


'  $:5. Pag. 3o. Tertullian is my next Witneſs ; and he firit, 
ſpeaking of the Lords Prayer, calls it, A new Form of Prayer 
which Chriſt had given bis Diſciples; which Mr. Cl. did not 
deny : But the Conformiſt (to ſhew himſelf a greater Enemy 
to Forms than Mr.Cl.) boldly aſſerts, that Tertull:an means by 
Nowam formam , only - 4 new direftion how to perform the Duiy 
of Prayer : But his manifeſt perverting that Fathers Senſe , ap- 
pears by conſidering, That in this Tract Tertallian 1s expound- 
ing the very words of  Chriſts Form; and immedzately after 
he had deſcribed it by the new Form he gave to his Diſciples, |: 
parallels it with, and prefers it before the Form . which 7c 
caught his Scholars: And doth-he think , Fehr's was only a 
Dire&ory? Did not Chriſt and S. Febn both reach their Diſciple; 
a Form ? yea; doth-not Tertullian.there obſerve., that the very 
words of our Saviours Prayer were extant, but febns*were 
not? Nothing can be plainer, : than that he means the Lords 
Prayer by this New Form, and that the Chriſtians then uſed jr 
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as a' Form; for he introduces the words to be expounded 
thus, We ſay, Onr Father,&c. we requeFF , his Name may be bal- 
lowed not ſaying, let it be hallowed in us (they varied not 
a word): Then he allo faith, He add, Let thy Will be done, &c. 
And after his Comment is finiſhed , which ſo fully declares 
they uſed thoſe very words, he is as clear, that they joyned it 
to their other Prayers ; for he obſerves, Chriſt allows us to ark 
cther things, after he had premiſed the legal and ordinary Prayer as 
a foundation : This is the Lords Prayer , which Chriſts Law 
enjoyns, and Chriſtians ordinarily or daily uſed, making thac 
the Foundation on which they buile up their other Requeſts in 
their Liturgies, and it is moſt likely the Superſtrudture was 
Auitable to the Foundation, that is, a Form at leaſt. I confeſs, 
Tertullian doth by way of Preface , before he expounds the 
Form, and as a concluſion after it, touch upon ſome Paſſages 
in Math. V I concerning the manner of uſing this Form; but the 
new Form, the legitimate and ordinary Prayer, which they ſaid 
daily,ſignifie the Lords Prayer it ſelf; and fo may thoſe phraſes 
alſo,viz.Orandi diſciplina,& ordinate religioOrationts;yet if he will 
expound them of the Dire&ions about Prayer, it will not hur# 
my Cauſe , ſince there is' ſifficient evidence , that thg Lords 
Prayer w&#called a Form,and uſed as ſuch in Tertsllian's time. 
Pag.31. I next gbſerved Tertsllian's Saying, The Chriitians ſet 
upon God in prayer with a grateful -wiolence (quaſi manu fa&4), as 
if they were drawn ago battel; and inferred from thence, That 
it ſeems to intimate their uſe of Forms. Mr. S. B. is confident the 
phraſe implies no more , than joyning in beart with him that 
officiates. I reply, Manus conſerere in Ovid, is to joyn battel,wherein 
all hands are employed; and if the phraie be applied to 
Prayer , it notes every onEs bearing a part in his own rank. 
No man can properly ſay, the two Armies of 1/raelites and Phi- 
liftins joyned Cas whenthey ſtood looking on their Champi- +: 
ons, David and Gejiahghough they joyned in heart with them, 
and each party withed ſucceſs to their own Friend : And when 
Tertullian deicribes the Chriſtians going in a Body to.their 
Perſecutors, and every one of them - —v he would die for 
his Religion, they are ſaid to go, quaſi manu fad; ad Scap. 
cap.ult. Wherefore this phraſe imports vocal joyning in pray- ' 
ers.* Again, it may paſs as. a, probable proof of an African 
| F 2 Litany 


= 2 
Licany, that TertuHian appeals tothe Pericions ufually made ſor 
the Pmperors ſafety, and the"good of. the State, to prove the 
Chriftians Loyalty : For various and arbitrary Expreflions, 
daily diftcring, are no good evidence: And though Terrullian 
writing to Intidels, might not uſe the very words,yet he comes 
i near the Petitions on the like- occaſion , found in ancient 
Liturgtes (one of. which was 1o old, 4z.360. (viz. that in the 
Conſtitutions) as to challenge an Apoftolical Original) that it is 
probable enough there was an African Form in,this Age, to 
which Tertullizn alludes. 

Pag. 32. The paſſage out of Ter. de anima, cap. 9. was that, 
where he calls the celebration of the Enchariſt , Dommica So- 


kennia. 5 Mr.Cl. — that theſ> words intimate the Office was- 


farmed by a Form. 'I- thought I had tifficiently anſwered 
im, by proving that the Latins uſed, Solennes preces , for inva- 
riable Forms, 28 Briſſonivs tells us, whoſe learned Commentary of 
the Romans folemn Forms, declare he was a very fit Judge of 
the impart ofthis word. -Mr.s, B.: gives no reply to this, but 
$0 aikkes? That I ſaid not one word t0 Myr, C\'s vindication cf 
is place ; whereas I {aid more'to it pag.44.than he cAn anf{wer; 
yet EF ſhall now add, that rhowgh Scrimprure was —_— fung, 
Sermons made, and Petitions delegated, mm the Aſſembly where the 


. Chriſtians met, yet the Virginſpoke of in Tert»/lian, only took 
_ the matter of her Viſions from thence; but her Raprures were 


after theſe were done, iner- Dominica ſoleunia, At the Feaſt of 
our Lord, the Euchariſt, the laſt of all the public Offices, after 
which always followed, the di/miffien of the People, as Tertwlian 
here tells us, Tranſatfa ſolennia Nel, plebe: So that'Mr. Cl. is 
miſtaken in dan rr gs to the Reading, Singing, 
and other Offices 2hieb 25ent befbre: Fortheſe words only denote 
the Euchariſt, as they do atfoin S:Cyprien, who'ufeth Solemnibns 
adimpletis tor the Solemn prajer of Conſecration. And I mult note 
further, that Terr#l/;an often uſeth Solenma ,vfor Feftrvals of 2!! 
forts ; Pagan, Apol. c. 35. ad ux. 1.2.0.6: "Fewiſh, ad ux. cap.q & 
Chriſtian, de Fdol.cap.14. and 1o it is properly enough applied to 
the great Chriſtian Feaſt of' the Lords Supper: But the reaſon 


why Solemnia is uſed for Feftrals, ſvems to be, becauſethe time 


and ſolemn Rites of them were all preſcribed, and from thence 
Solemn prayers, or Verſes, camg to ſignific, fared, fixed, and pre- 
| : ſcribed 
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{crabed Forras, according to Briſſonius : Wherefore Salewnia,bot! 
19 Tertullian and.S. Cyprian do import the uſe of ſolemn end pre- 
f[cribed words in the ſolemn Feaſt of the Lords Supper : And it is 
plain from Teriulian, they uſed tbe Form pre{cribed by Chriſt him- 
{elf in Rope the ather Sacrament, as appears by Mr. Cl. who 
Cites theſe words of Zertullian, de Bap.cap. 13. in his Diſc. ef Lt. 
pag.94. to prove the ancients thought , the Form f Baptizmg 
was preſcribed by Divine Authority ; but Mr. S. b. outtaces Tertui- 
lian,and Mr.Cl. as well as me,and affirms,cbat farma prelſcripta 
deth not ſignifie a preſcribed Form, but only the manner in which Bap- 
tim u to be adminittred, Let the Reader conſult the place, and 
he will be amazed to ſce this Father fo wilfully perverted to - 
ſerve.a Turn : For Tert«llian (2rts down the wards of the Form, 
viz. {nu the Name of the Father, the Son, and tbe Holy Ghoſt, Cites 
the Goſpel and laith, rbis Form ss preſcribed there. Yet his Expo- 
ſition is not more talſs, than his Inference is dilingenuous : He 
knows I brought this only to prove , one part of the Liturgy 
was a Form ; yet he bids his Friend cry his faculty , if he can 
draw a conclutian from hence, for the uſe of ſuch a Liturgy as 
we are diſcourfing of. "This is the old Cramben bs coftam , the 
dull Fallacy fo often uſed before: *Tis plain , Liturgies.confilt 
of divers parts,and ſome of my Proofs ſhew the Prayers, ſome 
che Praiſes, ſome the Sacramental Adminiſtrations were in 
Forms; every one of theſe Prooks are fit to be inferted in a 
Hiſtory of Liturgy, although the general conclufion doth nor 
ariſe from that ſingle proof, but from an - induction of all che 
articulars : So that if he, or . his Friend, will be trying their 
aculties, they may do it by ſhewing , That ell my Proofs pur 
together, do not make out a preſcribed Liturgy ; Or, that 8 proof 
brought. far one part,doth not make out that part was @ Form. 
Pag-33- 1 cannot wonder that he who candeny, that Forms 


preſeriptes is a preſcribed Form, ſhould ſay, that wy Inftavce ous of 


Tert. ad ux.l.2. is not to our preſent purpoſe, becauſe it only 
concerns SInging : But are not PiFltns and Hymns which are ſung, 
one main part of Liturgy? he may as well afhrm , thatto dif- 
courſe of the Veins and Arteries , is nothing to the purpale of 


an Anatomy-Lecure: The laudatoxy part was at leaſt ane half 


of the Service, and that being alternate,was cercaivly inForms ; 
and the Prayers , will bs thought Forms alſo , till he cag give 


a. 
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2 good reaſon,why one patt of their Offices ſhould be different 


from the other, or why they might not pray as well as ſing by 
Forms : But he ſaith, 7h paſſage relates ro Singing in the Family. 
Suppoſe it do, yet if the Husband and Wife ſang alternately, 
that is, by a Form; it is very likely they did ſing by Forms in 
public , where ſo many were to joyn*in the ſame Pſalm or 
Hymn, that the words muſt be known before. He is in too 
much haſte for an Examiner,otherwiſe he would not have asked, 
how (is «1@yas) comes to be a proof of Liturgies, (he ſhould have 
faid, of one Form of Praiſe) If he will ſtay for my anſwer, I 
will tell him : Tertull;an proves,That Chriſtians muſt not go to 
Pagan fhews, becauſe of the indecency of uſing the ſame words 
phe. aQzons, in a vain Theatre, and at the Church ; to clap thoſe 
ban a Stage-player, which had been lifted up to God. in prayer ; 
to give teſtimony to a Gladiator with that mouth,which bad pronounced 
Amen in the Sacrament; to ſay World without end [es «Loves aw 
«:@rs, {0'tis in the beſt Copies] de ef. p. 83. Here 1s a plain 
compariſon hetween Words and Actions to be uſed in the 
Church,and in the Theatre,by perſons who wentto both places; 
they clapped and lifred up the ſame hands,they ſhouted and ſaid 
Amen with the ſame mouth;to very different objects, and on oc- 
cafions that did no way agree. In the Theatre they ſaid,in a 
ſolemn Form of acclamation, World without end, toa mortal,yea, 
to a wicked man, that is, to Commodzus the Emperor ; (tor Xiphi- 
line notes;the Romans a little before this had uſed thoſe words in 
a ſolemn Exclamation to Commodus, Epiſt. Dion. in Com. p. 383.) 
But in the Church, theſe very words were in a Form of praiſe 
to God and Chriſt (as out of Irenexs and Clemens Romanzes 1 
noted before) wherefore it would be little lgſs than Blaſphemy, 
to apply the words of a Chriſtian Hymn, proper to an Eternal 
Being, unto a lewd mortal Man. Thus Tertullian argues, and if 
his Compariſon be truly made, as it was a Form uſed by all the 
people atthe Theatre; -{o it muſt be in ſome Form which the 
People repeated at Church, that is, probably in the Gloria Parri, 
becauſe it {till ſtands in that part of this Hymn which thePeople 
{ay ; bur ic ſerves my purpoſe as well (fince it muſt be a Form 
{aid by the People)as it it were the end of any other Hymn. Bur 
he wonders that the Atricans,who belonged tothe Latin Charchghoul 
{ay the Gloria Patri in Greek: Whereas it doth not follow from 
Ter. 
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Tertullian, that they faid it in Greek; his Argufnent is as good if 
they had faid it in Latin: Only the Romans uſed many ſolemn 
Fo-ms in Greek both in their Theatres and their Temples, and- 
Xiphilime fers down this in Greek ; ſo that probably Tertullian 
refers to that paſſage in the Hiſtorian , and only means it, was 
*Uſzd in Greek in the Theatre. He might alfo read it in Greek 
in Clans Romans, and in Irenews,and fo cite it in Greek ; bur 
that will no more prove the African Service was in Greek, than 
that the Roman or Gallican Churches uſed to ſay ic in Greek, in 
Clemens or Irene times. Only from thisand many other Greek 
words left uninterpreted in Tertullian,and other African Farhers, 
we maybe ſure the African People kn2w ſome Greek,eſpecially 
ſhort and common Forms and Phrales.. | 

Pag. 34- Mr. Cl. had produced three places of Tertulitan, to 
juſtihe the Extempore way ; all which I anſwered. For the 
two firſt, Mr. $. B. refers the Reader to Mr.C/. becauſe I laid ſo 
lictle concerning them ; though I ſaid fo much indeed, thathe 
is not able to an{wer itnor clear Mr.Cl. who is evidently miſta- 
ken in referring,that Singing,which was uſed afterthe Love-tealt, 
to the Chriſtians public Devotions. "Tis known, that they were 
always faſting till after their Morning folemn Service,of which 
this Singing could be no part, becauſe ic was after the Common 
Meal : Secondly, I ſkewed theres nothing in Tertallian which 
hinders us from believing, that the Hymns made de proprio inge- 
%0, were compoſed at home ; and it fo,then they were Forms, 
as well as thoſe taken out of Scripture: Thirdly, The uſe of 
private Compoſures ig an Inſpired Age, will not juſtife the ule 
of them now. As to the ſecond place, I proved expreſly out of 
Teriullian and S.Cyprian,that the Chriſtians did often logk down 
in Prayer,and fo thewed Mr.C/. was miſtaken,when fromtheir 
conſtant looking up to Heaven in. prayer, he arguet they uſed 
no Books to pray by : Which 1 think 'is as. full. an Anſwer to 
Mr.Cl.as can be deſired; And the true Reaſon why Mr.S.B. doth 
cxamine nothing of all this,is,becauſe he could tind no evaſion. 
Pag. 35. But Mr. Cs main proof for Extempore Prayer, is, 
Thirdly, trom Tertull;an's ſaying, they prayed de pettore; which 
phraſe 1 ſhewed in four pages,was capable of ſeveral more pro- 
per Interpretations. Mr.S. B. replies notto any of theſe Proofs ; 
but Give:ts.his Reader, by telling him what he conceives and 
| apprehends.. 
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* apprebends to be Tertullian's meaning : Firſt, He rofersto a place 


ot S.Paul, 1 Tim. ii. 8, where though the-Apoſtles firſt words, 
' Lifting up holy hands, may explain Manibas expanſis,&c.yet how, 
without wrath and doubting , (nould expound Tertwilian's praying, 
Bare-head, and without a Moniter, 1 cannot imagine. Secondly, 


. He would explain this place , by another in the ſame Author a* 


few Lines after, which fſpeaks of a Prayer proceeding from chaſte 
Body, an innocent Sonl, and from the Hely Spirit : Yet here again, 
w chaſte Body and an innocent Sonl, doth not explain praying wich 
Lifted-up hands, and a Bare-head ; and none but the worlt of En- 
chuſiaſts will pretend, that a Prayer out of our own Breaſt, is the 
ſame with one proceeding from the Hely Spirit. Beſides, if his bad 
Edition do not miſlead him,he is much to blame in reading and 
pointing this place; majorem hoſtiam,, quam ipſe was ry 
orationem de carne pudicd,&c. which makesthe ſenſe or non-ſenſe 
to le, that the good Chriſtian offers a greater Sacrifice than 
God hath commanded——— Burt the true reading is, Es offero 
mam & majorem hoſt aam,quam ipſe mandavit orationem,de carne 
udics, de animd innocenti, de Spiritu Santo profefam, Anolc.0. 
e ſpeaks here of the Lords Prayer,the very famePrayer which 
Chriſt commanded, which was a greater and betterSacriticethan 
any that the Heathen offered, when it was offered up witha chaſte 
Body, a holy Soul,and thoſe devout affetions which are excited by the 
holy Ghoſt. Now let him try his faculty,how the purity,innocence, 
and devotion of Chriſtians ſaying theLords Prayet(a Form,com- 
manded byChriſt)canprove,that praying out of the breaſt(in pray- 
ing for the Emperors in the former R__ Praying extem- 
pore,as he and Mr.C}. pretend.l will only add to my former Ex- 
poſitiom (that the Breaſt ſignifies the Memory)theſe Notes : A. Mo- 
nitor is properly to help memory, but the Chriſtians who could 


" ay their Forms by heart, or out of their breaſt, needed no 24o- 


»itor, as the Pagans did in reciting their Forms : So of a perſon 
fixed in the Memory, Perſins,Sat.5. faith — ſinuoſo in petore fixi ; 
And Socrates clearly uſes Tertullian's Phraſe in this ſenſe , where 
he ſaich, Theodofius could repeat the Holy Scriptures | am cis | 
out of bus Breaft; or as the Latin Verſion hath it, Memoriter pro- 
nunciavit, He could repeat them by Heart , or out of bus Memory. 
When A4r.S. B. cat bring ſo good Evidence, that de peors fig- 


nifies Exrermpore,it will then be time enough,to ſay more to that 
teigned 
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feigned Expoſition; in the mean while I ſhall conclude, that 
this Phraſe is no ground for Extempore Prayer ; no, not in this 
Second Century, wherein there were miraculous Gifts,and pro- 


bably that of Prayer. 


The Third Century. 


S.1. pag.36.Y Entred on this Age with the Reaſons , why we 
could not expect any full Evidence, of the very 
words uſed in theirLicurgies during this Period, H:#.Lit.p.5 1,6. 
Mr.S. B. paſles by theſe three pages, becauſe it was not eaſie to 
confute this Account, and becautc the bare mention of my de- 
claring this,had ſpoiled his main Fallacy, of my undertaking to 
produce expreſs proof of a perfect Licurgy, invariably uſed in 
theſe early Times. 
My firſt Author, Hippolites, he confeileth,be hath never read ; 
yet he attempts to corre my Expoſition of thoſe words of 
the Martyr,When Antichrift ſhall come, Liturgy ſhall be extinguiſhed, 
Singing of Pſalms ſhall ceaſe , and reading of Scripture ſhall nor be 
heard; which he expounds as importing no more than , that 
Antichriſt would ſuppreſs the public. pure Worſhip of God. But it 
might have been more probable that was celebrated by a com- 
mon Form, if I had produced any proof betore that awJsgyiz 
had born this ſenſe. I reply, I have proved out of Clemens Ro- 
manu, that Liturgy 1s put for a preſcribed Form of Divine 
Service. Yet if this were the firſt Author who uſed the word 
in this ſenſe, his Teſtimony is not to be rejected,eſpecially fince 
there are good Reaſons to convince us, that AvJ«ygyie here doth 
lignifie a Forms of public Prayer : For though this word lomettme 
ſignifie the whole Service, yer here ic is put for one ellential 
part of it. - S.Awg.rightly divides the public Worſhip into three 
parts, Prayer, Praiſe, and Reading Holy Scripture ; de Civ. Dez, 
1.2 c.28. and when Liturgy is joyned with Plams and Readings 
it can ſignitie nothing but Prayer; and the uſ2 of the word, 
before and fince, ſhews that Prayers were by a preſcribed Forms 
and the word (Extingwjhed) confirms this Senle; for written 
Fortin 
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Forms may be, and actually were extinguiſhed by Perſecutors, 
as L ſhewed, Par.2. pag.217, &'c. Mr. S. B. ſaith, Antichriſt may 
upprel(s the public exerciſeof Minijters gifts, as well as the ule of 
ſuppreſs tve p | jters gifts , f 


forms. I reply, the word is nor [SuppreſJbut [ Extinguiſh [which 
| 


cannot be applied to Miniſters gifts,tor they arc not extinguiſhec 
by a prohibicion to uſe them ; the Extempore man retains his 
faculty, and for all the Prohibition, is feady on the fudden to 
excrcile it 1n my place: He ades,T hat he doth not remember Ar!;- 
chritt has ſhewed any diſlike of Forms. Nowv this 1t 1s to ex20und 
an Author he never read : Hrppolitzs's Notion of Anctichriit is, 
Thar it ſhould be a Jewiſh Deceiver, who ſhould labour to ex- 
tinguiſh Chriſtian Liturgy : Bute Mer. 8. B. dreams. all this while 
of the Pope, who he thinks the only Antichriſt, and fo, pco; 
14N, gueſles ar random and quite miſtakes this Fathers meaning. 
Yet I can tell him of two Emillarices of his Roman Antichrilt, 
Comin and Heath, who fi:{t fetup the Extempore way in FErg- 
land,and were as protelled Enemies to Forms,and to our Liturgy, 
az any of our Diiſentersare at this day ; See Foxes and Fircbrar; 
Pag 7 17s . 


ty 


$.2. pag.37. My firſt proof out of Origen is fo plain , that it 
convinced the learned Centuriators, That ſet-Forms were cer- 
iainly uſed in bs time : The Examiner intimates, That the Con- 
wviction of theſe Learned men is nothing: to the matter in debate, bu: 
whether it be a ſubſtantial proof. Very modelit! But I pray, whe- 
cher are theſe Hiſtorians,who had read and digcited all the Re- 
cords of that Ape, or Mr.S.B. and his Friend,fitter Judges what 
i5 a {ubſtancial proof? And what have Mr.C/. and the Examiner, 
to prove it no folid Proof ? They both ſuggeſt (without any 
Evidence)7har this Paſ/age might be added by Origen's Tranſlators, 
becanſe theſe Fomilies are in Latinonly. Bat ſtill this is but a polſ- 
lidility, and the contrary (as I ſhewed) is more probable, be- 
cauſe the Matter of the Prayer is purc and grounded on Scrip- 
ture, being more ſuitable ro Orizer's own Time and Notions, 
than to the Age and Opinions of his Tranſlators, one of the 
taceſt of which (as I noted) was Eufinz, and it he had put in 
this Form ot Prayer, it had proved the uſe of Forms long bo- 
fore Mr. C!'s tixed Period. And here 1 muit note the ditinge- 
auity of Mr.Clarkjon, who trequently cites places out of theſc 
JLatin 
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Latin Homilies as good Evidence on his ſide, Diſc.of Lir. p.56, 
125,121, & 140; but when we cite them againſt him, he flies 
to this poor refuge, of Suppoting this might be added by the 
Tranſlators: Bur ic will be always a rule jn Equity, That the 
Witne{s we produce for ws, ws good Evidence again#t z,and Mr.S.B. 
will get no credit by vamping up this bated Objection ; nor 
by Mr.C!'s other weak pretence, That this Pallage imports no 
more, than the preferring one or two Petitions in the [ame words, 
which is common with them that pray Extempore : For Origen?s 
words are not, We do ordinarily pray(as he tally trantlates them, 
pag. 39.) nor, We ſay ſometimes, or to this effe& ; but Ye frequently 
ſay in the Prayer (which is Origen's phraſe when he cites any 
thing out of the Liturgy, as 1 ſhall ſhew on pag.41. ) and then 
he ſets down 'the very Form, O Almighty God, grant ws a part 
with the Prophets, &c. wherefore this was a known Form of 
prayer frequently uſed by the People, and that made it fo ne- 
celſary for Origen to expound it to them. Beſides, Mr.S.B. p.39. 
ſaith, The People uſed frequently to ſay, Lord, give us a part, Oc. 
Now, I would know, Whether they prayed Extempore m public ? 
He formerly affirms they were not called to this ; yet here 
being pinched , he contradids himſelf, and will have theſe 
words which the People uſed,to imply no more than what may 
be done by thoſe who pray Extempore. As for his pretence, 
That the People ſaid theſe words in the time of the Diſcourſes 
or Homily, that contradicts Origen, who afhrms, It was ſaid in 
the Prayer therefore not in the Sermon. Finally , Nr. S.B. 
laith, 1f the matter be well enquired into , Origen? Explication u« 
a reproof” of the Prayer it /elf , and it may be queſtioned , whether 
2 may pray for whay he [aith thoſe Petitions import. And why did 


not the Examiner ex offc:o enquire well into it, e{pecially ſince 
I had proved the Prayer was Orthodox? *'Again, It Origer 
reprove the Prayer it felt, then ir was a Prayer in Origen: 
time, and not added by his Tranſlators : But it Mr.S.B. dillike 
Origen? Explication of this Prayer, becauſe he thinks it imports 
2 defire to lulfer as the Prophets did ; 'tis a ign he knows little 
of Origen, who thirſtecl carneſtly atter Martyrdom, and fo was 
'ikely cnough to give it this Senſe; and it 1s nothing to my 
purpoſe, whether that be the true ſenfe or no, ſince I have {ut- 
aciently proved it was a known Form of Prayer, 
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Peg. 40. I had proved by Scripture, and other Authors, that 

Cacrmxbeions xa | in Origen, lib 6. in Cel/. ſignifies, Preſcribed 
Forms of Prayer. Mr.S.B. without examining my Evidence pro- 
NOUNCEs SENTENCE, wiz. that it means no more than praying accord- 
mg to the Rules God hath given for performing thi Duty ; for thar 
1s to be the meaning(right or wrong) of any Phraſe that ſeems 
to countenance Forms : But he runs into that miſtake which 
I had noted in Mr.C/. that is, he cenſiders not, that Origen is 
not ſpeaking of the manner of praying , but of the Prayers 
themſelves, They uſed preſcribed or enjcyned Prayers. At laſt he 
dreams of a Direory in Origen's days, which he calls,an Order 
for the method of performing Prayer without preſcribing the words; 
but if he impartially examine my Inſtances, he will find they 
ſignitie more than fo; and I add now, that evaJata% Niynorn, 
(a word of the ſame import) Zuke I. 1. ſignifies to write down 
an Hiſtory , and not bare'y to contrive a method by which 
others might compoſle it, in their own words. As to the lait 
words of this Quotation, That /uch as uſe theſe enjoyned Prayer:, 
cannot be overcome by Magicians or Devils, Mr. Cl. l:tt them out as 
well as I (Di/c. of Lit. p.14.0.) both of us judging them nothing 
to our Queſtion, which is not about the etfect ot thele Prayers, 
but about their being Forms: And now, how ſcandalous is 
Mr.S.B's partiality? It it be a fault to omit them, why are we 
not both blamed; if it be none , why doth he blame me? L 
perceive he fancies, the Dewil is more afraid of an Extempore 
Prayer, than a Form : But he forgets that Chriſt put, Lead ws not 
into temptation, bat deliver us fromewil , into his Form, to ſecure 
us againſt the Devil and his Inſtruments. The Devil hath 
often been afraid of our Lords Form; but that he dreads not 
an Extempore Prayer , appears from Conjurers and Witches, 
who actually dealt with the Devil, and yet were admired for 
this kind of praying ( Hit. Lit. par. 2. pag. 278.) Finally, He 
that is ſo unhappy in expounding Orizen's Writings, 1s very 
unfit to tell us what he thought ; he himſelf admires Extempore 
Prayer, and thence concludes, Origen doted on it alſo ; but the 
Centuriators (who knew Origen's Senſe better than he or Mr.C.) 
declare exprelly, there were Forms in Origen's time. 
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Laſtly, The full proof I brought, that Mr. C. was groſly 
miſtaken in pretending, that Origen cited thoſe paſſages out of 
the Pſalter, which he brings in with this Preface, We find 
we ſay——in the Prayer (as he did the Colle&, pag. 37.) would + 
have ſilenced any man but Mr. S.B, who takes nonorice, that I 
proved Origen cited many other paſſages our of the Pſalms 
directly, without this Preface ; that theſe were Sentences proper 
for Licurgies; and that the Offices at Alexandria (well known 
to Origen) were taken chiefly our of the Pſalms: And though 
he can make no reply to this Evidence, that he may not ſeem 
wholly Glen, he Firſt flies to his old ſhift, and calls tor an ante- 
cedent proof of Liturgizs. Now, had I brought none before, the 
citing whole S2nrences as known and certain parts of a Li- 
turgy commonly uſed, is a good proof it it were the firſt : But 
I have brought divers betore, which want nothing to make ' 
them authentic, but his allowance, which he reſolves never to 
grant, and then hopes. he is ſafe. Secondly, When he had 
{tated the caſe wrong, and kept all that makes for me, ſecret; 
he appeals to his partial and miſinformed Friend : But if that 
Friend will conſider, that Origen doth cite many paſſages out of 
the Pſalter, and other places (which .are alſo in the Pſalrer ) 
exprelly cut of the Prayer, and refers to'known words ſaid and 
uſed in Prayer ; he ſhall then have liberty to judge , whether 
there were not divers Forms taken out of the Pſalms, and uſed 
in the Prayers, to which Origen doth refer in plain words. 
There 1s another clear contutation of Mr. CPs Expoſition of 
Origen*'s Homily on Numb. xi. and a further confirmation of 
my Opinion, that 37 Swews lignifies no more than Ferwently, 
pag. 6 3 ,& 64. both which Mr.S.B. paſles over in filence. 


+3. pag. 41, &c. That there were Forms of Prayer uſed in 
.Cyprian's time , I inferred firſt from his allowing the uſe of 
the Lords Prayer as a Form, and his owning the repeating of 
the very words of it. The Examiner firſt faith, J1f this be 
ſuppoſed, it will nit amount to a proof of Liturgies in our Senſe. 
I anſwer, If he grant this, it proves praying by a Form lawtul 
and ancient, inſtituted by Chriſt , and continued to be uſed in 
public ; yea, repeated by the People among the primitive Chri- 
\tians ; it proyes one main part of the public Service was an 
invariable 
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invariable Form, and ſuch a part as was to be the pattern of 
all other prayers, which muſt be Forms alſo, if they exa&tly 
imitated this Divine Exe mplar ; the profpe& of which Conſe- 
quences make Ar.S.B. fly oft again from his concethion , and 
labour for two whole pages to prove , that $.Cyprian doth not 
intimate the uſe of thoſe words, but only,cur following the direflions 
which Chrijt had aryen for the manner of performing the duty of 
Prayer. But the bare reading the Father , not only contures, 
but expoſes this poor Evaſion : He is about to explain this Form, 
and firſt faich , Chriſt gave ws a Form of Prayer and ex- 
plains himſelt preſently thus ut dum prece & oratione auam 
ſilins docuit apud patrem Lequimur, facilins audiamur. Where we 
lee the Form , is thoſe very words which Chriſt taught , and 
which we ſpeak to his Father; and Mr..S. B. tallaciouſly leaves 
out [[/oquimur | the main word in the Sentence , importing our 
repeating the very words , on purpoſe to inipole upon his 
Reader S.Cyprian adds This 1s the mcji [þirttual and true 
Prayer , which was proncunced by his mouth for when 
Chrifts Prayer aſcends to Gods ears, the Father will own the Sons 
words He faith alſo, When we ask forgiveneſs we pronounce 
the words of our Advocate, and not only ack in his Name, but by his 
own Prayer. Canany man now doubt that Forma orandi, here 
ſignifies the words of our Lords Prayer? or deny Cyprian's 
commending the uſe of that Form ? Let us apply the aforefaid 
pallages to his Notion cf Direttions and Inſtrultions , and ſes how 
ridiculous it will appear ; Do we fpeak or ſay over Chriſ?'s dive- 
Etions abcut the manner of praying to the Father , that we may be 
beard more eaſily? are thoſe Inſtructions, that ſpiritual and true 
Prayer proneunced by Chriſt's mouth? are they Chriſt's prayer 
which aſcends ts bis Fathers ears, and are owned by him as his Sons 
words when we pray? 1s our following his Inſtructions asking 
forgiveneſs in bis cwn words, and by bis own Prayer ? Alas: to 
what abſurditics hath his Reſolution, to defend an ill caule, 
reduced him ! *Tis true, S.Cyprian digrefleth a little (as Tertui- 
lian had done) to explain the direfions which our Lord gave 
about the manner of praying; but he foon returns to the 
Form it ſelf, repeating it verbatim ; and as: he explains every 
imgle Petition , affirming , that the Chriſtians ſaid ſo and ſo m 
ther Prajers. And it is clear trom him , that they both _ 
| ehis 
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this Prayer, and others formed by this pattern ; wherefore a!er 
orare, praying aherwiſe (in S.Cyprian) which he fo ſeverely cen- 
ſures, cannot be deſigned to condemn thoiz Churches who 
framed other Forms by this pattern,and always ufed this Form 
for one, as our Church hath done ; it is levcll:d at thofe who 
either wholly omic the Lords Prayer , or in their arbitrary 
Compolurestake no care to ſuit them to this Heavenly pattern, 
of both which ſome Ditlenters are guilty : He concludes with 
obſerving,that I noted Origen's phrale of uſing Prayers,imported, 
they were compoſed by others; and he wonders whar I would 
nor upon Cypriar's phraſe of making Prayers : And I have a 
Note upon that which wiil not pleale him, viz. That S.Cyprian 
faich, a Man makes his Prayer, when he uſes the very words 
ot the Lords Prayer, the Form of Chriſt's making : And it 
Mr.S.B. would inter trom hence , That they prayed extempore 
or arbitrarily, he cannot draw that conclution trom S.Cyprian, 
where he that prays by a Form, ts faid precer facere, tO make a 
Prayer : So that uſing 'razers in Origen, plainly ſuppoſes them 
made. before-hand ; put making Pra) ers, hers, do not at all {up- 
pole them to be Extempore, nor'can they inter that from- the 
words of S. Paul who would have prayers, &c. to be made for al 
men, I Tim. il. 1. © 

Pag.44. 1 brought that paſlage in S.Cyprian , Publica eſt nobis, 
& communis oratio, to prove, that the Congregation vocally 
joyned with the Prieſt .in prayers, which doth ſuppoſe a Set 
Form. Mr. S. B. laith, Common-prayer ſignifies no more , than 
that 2e muj# pray for-all People. Now >. Cyprian indeed doth 
make this one {gnle of Common-prayer, as appears by the words 
he cites; but then the Farther goes on to ſhew, that the Lords 
Prayer(for it is of chat he ſpeaks) is 2 Common: prayer,becauſe 
it is faid, as that of the Three Children was, /#bo (faith he) all 
agreed in their prayer, im voices as well as in hearts , and ſung their 
Hymn as it were with one mouth (note here the meaning of 
that phrale) And /s (faith he) did the ipoſtles , who are ſaid to 
pray with one accord, T'oustar 9.0) Priass Mr. S.B. wholly omits 
this ſenſe of a Common-prayer, and which is worſe, denies 
that this is any meaning of it: Bur let it be confidered,- that 
che people then vocally repeared the Lords Prayer (the Com- 
mon-prayer here ſpoken of ) and let it be reaigmbred whar T 
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faid about x3 dy), upon pag.20. and thew T hope it will be 
granted this is one ſenſe of a Common-prayer , that is, a Form mn 
which Prieſt and People may wocally joyn. Yea, this ſeems the only 
ſenſe in the ſecond Quotation which I cited, Cypr. ad Cler. &+ 
Pleb. ep.8. We muft pray for all——as the Lord taught there where 
be enjoyned, not every one a ſingle Prayer, but commanded us to pray 
for all men with a Common-prayer in which all agree. For here 
S.Cyprian faith, The Lords Prayer was a Prayer for all Men; and 
then adds, i# was a Common-prayer. Now this would be a tauto- 
logy, If the only ſenſe of a Common-prayer , were a Prayer for 
all Men; this had been as if he had ſaid, :We muſt pray for 
all men, in a Prayer for all men; if that were all, S. Cyprian 
might have left out Orare pro omnibus , or communi prece; but 
his uſing both theſe phraſes ſhews not only, that the ſubje& of 
the Lords Prayer was general for all men; but the way of 
uling it, was by the peoples joyning with the Prieſt, and re- 
Citing it in common. And if S.Cyprian believed Chriſt taught 
us to' pray thus by vocal joyning in one common Form, then 
they who will have the Miniſter alone make all the prayers 
Extempore;, while the people ſilently fit by and hear, teach 
. . another manner of praying than Chriſt taught. 

Pag.4.5. The Preface, Lift up your hearts, with the Reſponſe, 
We lift them up unto the Lord, in Cypr. deorat. $.22. I ſtill take to 
be a firm proof of the uſe of alternate Forms in the public 
Service, and think it probable, he cited them out of the Li- 
turgy : A Verſicle and Reſponſe is an alternate Form , and 
S.Cyprian mentions it, as a thing known and daily uſed in 
public. The Centuriators infer hence, That there were Forms 
#2 bis time; and Goulartirs (a learned Proteſtant) in his Notes 
on the place, Owns it was a Form uſed of old at the Euchariſt, 
where it continued to be uſed in S..Auguſtin's days ; Goular. not. in 
Cypr. p-322. IT might produce innumerable eminent Authors, 
who are of the ſame Opinion; bur Mr. S. B. ſaith, He is not to 
enquire into the Inferences which others make form this place, yea, he 
threatens me with Reflett ions, for my obſerving them: Which minds 
me of that Saying of old Fabius,related by S. Hierom,ad Pammach. 
ep.26. It were happy for Arts, if none but Artoſts might judge of 
them. However, his Refle&tions could not have hure mein lo 
good Company; it he had vented them,they muſt have returned 

on 
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on his own head , for he that deſpiſes fuch Evidence, brings 

both his learning-and modeſty into queſtion. Againge retires 
: 


| now;that S. Aug. ſaith, Al Adprkind. as. with one + 
woice uſed theſe words; de wer.Rel.c.3. And tMELiturgies wherein 
theſe words are preſcribed;muſt be elder thanS.Cyprien's time;for 
S. Aug. believed this Form came from the Apoſtolical Age. S.Grr#/ 
(who explained this Form in S. Fames's Liturgy, not DATA, 20 
year (according to $.Hiercm)after Cyprian's time)tells us ſo early, 
that he had this and other myſtical Forms, fromthe. Tradition 
of his Fachers.; The Author of the Conſtitutions (who writ, as 
I have ſhewed in the middle of the next Century) hath allo this 
Preface in the Euchariſtical Office, which woe} old then, thar 
it challenged an Apoſtolical Original. And ſince the Form was 
ſo. ancient, and not only in theſe Churches, but in thoſe which 
followed the Liturgies of S. Bail and S. Chryſoftom ; and in the 
Weſt, the ſame words were uſed,it is evident the Form muſt be 
1o very old, that none preſumed to alter it: Let Mr.$.B.(betore 
he deſpiſe this Evidence) give an inſtance of ſome Extempore 
or arbitrary Prayer or Exhortation, wherein ſo many diſtant 
Churches did ſo univerfally,or could ſoexadtly agree ; till then 
his Harangues about a poflibility of exhorting or praying in 
various words, is nothing to the purpoſe : Nor is his Objection 
material, thas Cyprian doth not [peak of it as being uſed in the Eu- 
chariſt : For heſpeaks of it;asuted ſooft as the Prieſt and people 
met at ſolemn Prayer,that is,daily ; and he faiths. : 3. that they 
then received che Euchariſt every day; wheretore this Preface 
was uſed daily in the Euchariſt , where all the Liturgies , and 
where all the Fathers, Cyril, Ambroſe, Auguſtin, Chryſoſtom, &c. 
exprelly ſay it was uſed ; yea, S.Chry/oftom reckons it up as one 
eminent part of the Liturgy,  Colofſ. hom. 3. Tom. 4+ pag. 4 
L H 9 
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So:that this Preface (which alſo gives name to the Lauds'that 
follow 9 was a part of the Cotemunion Office in Form , as 
early al aſt as S.Cyprian's cme, and we have proved the Lords 
Prayer was fo alſo, whichis a good ſtep toward a preſcribed Li- 
turgy,both thete being always and invanably uſed. 

Far 46. The next Quotation, was tot produced for a more 
evident proof of Lirurgiesthan thePreface, Lift up your hearts ec. 
(as heftggeſts). bit ro ſhew the agreement of the African and 
Greek Charches, ih atiothet Fortn , *Give boly things to'the holy. 
The Extamitierdltersthe main word'on fiicleiny bſervation 
was groutided,and cites this place, Santtum quoque jubeamur, &c. 
but my Edition ' atrag 1593-1] reads it, Santtnm quoridi? 
Jubeatnur gc, which implies, there was a daily charge given to 
the Chriſtiatis (who then daily received ths Euchariſt) to give 

holy things-only to the holy: And S.Cypriap darh nor cite the 
| 8) (Math. vii. 6.) for the charge it fir ; bur only he ſhews, 
it was grounded on that piece of the Goſpel,Give not rhar which 
zz boly ro the on” And I hope Mr. S. B doth not think this 
iece of the Goſpel was every day read to'them ; therefore 
Eoprlas refers to a daily charge inthe Euchariftical Office'in 
Afrua,atd there being the ſame charge found in allthe ancient 
Eaſtern Lirurgies (as I ſhewed) ir ſhews an agreement berween 
theGreekand AfricanOffices,which was the oaly thing to be pro- 
ved,and which proves Forms uſedin both theſe ancientChurches. 
© Pap. 47. Again, I did not pretend to find a Chriftian Litany 
in the fame TraQ, but the general heads of one, the words of 
which (as I noted) they concealted from Pagans ; but the re- 
ſemblance between Terrulian's and Cyprian's heads, and thoſe in 
the Litanies, whoſe Original is ſo ancient,we cannor poſitively 
aflignit: This (I fay) is at leaſt 2 plows proof they were then . 
in Litanick Forms,effyecially if with S.Chry/oft:m we belicve theſe 
Forms were made ar firſt by Inſpired perſons, preſerved by fome 
and imitated by following Ages, with no more variation than 
muſt be occafioned by the difference of rime and diſtance of 
places. I grant,rhis is but probable Evidence ; but in theſe early 
times we mult be content with ſuch;and though Mr.S.B. cas ſee 
no ftrength in tha way of arguing for Liturgies, yet he diſcerns a 
mighty ſtrength in Mr.CPs moſt remote Conjettures forextempore 
Prayer. So he doth in that of Cyprian's Epiſtle to P. meds 
there 
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there is an account,that they at Carthage prayed for Pope Luckis 
in his baniſhment,and this » theer Prayers and Secrifices; whence 
Mr.Cl. infers,they were at liberty to' put up-any occaſicnal Petizion in 
the Euchariſt,and ſo could not be confined to a ſ«t Form. Theweak: 
nels of which-Inference I thewed,by obſerving, 1ſt, That theſe 
are not the Petitions put up for us by Zucixs ,.but the general 

rpore of them deſcribed in a Letter. 2ly, That a conſtant 
iberry for inferior Miniſters in this Age when Inſpirations 
ceaſed (which is that Mr.C}. would haves) can by no means fol- 
low from the Chief Primate of Africa's making a new Petition 
or two, in the times while Inſpiration continued. 3dly, Nor a 
daily liberty in ordinary caſes , begnferred from ſome variet 
on 1o extraordinary accaſion,as the exile of the chiet Patriarch 
of the Weſt : For it one of the moſt eminent Biſhops at Liberry 
in the late Reign, had put up one or two new Petitions for his 
Seven Brethren in the Tower , none could inter from thence, 
that all our Clergy were always at liberty - to pray in what 
words they pleafed. As to Mr. CPs Note, "That if this had been. 
the 4frican. Form for Confeſſors , Cypriav need-.not have'itold 
Lucins of it: 1 replied, "The diſtance between Rewe and Africs 
was fo great, that Lucius might probably be ignorant of that 
Churches Forms ; but however this Letter is rather to acquaint 
Luciusthey did pray for him,than to give him an account of the, 
very words. Mr.S.B. faith very lictleo all chis;but wich reſpe& 
to my 2d Anſwer, he ſcoffingly reflets upon my ſuppoling, a 
Primate had more liberty than an inferior Clergy-man, as if 
this liberty were to be exerciſedonly by ſuch as cau/d climb up to 
the trop of Eccleſiaſtical Dignity, and not in proportion to mens Gift. 
To which I ſhall only ſay, - hat though there be ſome ſuch as 
Mr.S.B.who have extraordinary Abilities, and are not advanced 
(accordingto their merit) to be Gavernors of the Church ; the 
public Peace requires theſe Perſans to. forbear exercifing theſe 
Abilities,unleſs their Superiors command them ; foreven inthe 
very Apoſtles Age God himſelf ordered the firis of the Prophets, 
to be [ubjet} tothe Prophets, to prevent Co; n in the Churches 
of the Saints; 1 Cor.xv. 32, 33- The like proof for Extempore 
Prayerzis that out of Cypr.epi/t.ad Moſ.&+ Max.which is only the 
general. account Cyprian gives theſe Confeſſors in a Letter of 
prayers made for them; but _— is ao intimation the Petitions 
4 2 k were 
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wereExtempore: So that they muſt either refer to the common 
Form for Confeffors,or ſome Form made by this great Primate 
on this great occaſivny brit a daily liberty-for the inferior Prieſts 
to viry then,doth not follow from this place;and if all che Prieſts 
in Cypriar's -Dioceſs had-made their own Forms for Moſes and 
Maximus,or hadagaily prayed for them in various phraſles,it had 
been impoflible for Cyprian to pretend to ſet down in a Letter, 
what was the ſubſtance of thoſs many various prayers: So chat 
whether it werethe old Form,or a new one(ſuch as our Biſhops 
make and' ſend us onextraordinary occaſions) it was a Form, 
and that ſufficiently confutes Mr. CI. and ſecures the point in 
queſtion. Indeed Mr:C/.had not cited this place at large in his 
Diſc. of Lit.pag.68. and-I thought he had referred to the begin- 
ning'of thatEpiſtle; where'S:Cyprian defires the prayers of Mv/es 
. and Maximas; but Mr.S.B. hath obliged me by citing the true 
place at large,by which I perceive I was miſtaken before; and I 
. hall freely own ic, wiſhing he may follow my Example fo oft 
as T convince him he was in an'Error,and-then our Controverhe 
will ſoon be atend;and he may feeby thisReply now;,that it was 
moredifheulr for me tofind Mr:CFsQuotationthan toanſiver it. 
Pag'50. Inſtead of repeating 2r.5.B's partial account of the 
diſpute between Mr.C]. and-me, about the liberty the ancients 
took to alter Chriſts own Form of Baptizing, | ſhall refer the 
Reader to my Hit. Lit. par:2.pag.247; where that matter is tully, 
conſidered, and all Mr.C's pretended Evidence diſproved. As to: 
thelaſt place out of Cypr.ep.7 3.44 Fub. Both Mr.Cl. and Mr.S.B.. 
cite it falfly and fraudutently : Mr.Cl. hath it, Quomodo ergo qui- 
dam gicunt modo in nomine Feſu Chrifti; &c. Mr.S. B. adds 
nothing but-theſe words—foris extra Eccleſiom — But the true 
reading (in Pametiatfinca later Paris Edition,in Goulartiasand the 
Oxford Edition)is, Quomodoergoquidam dicunt,foris extra Eccleſiam, 
ms contra 'Ecclefiam , modo" mnomine Feſu Chriſti, &c. Sothac 
Mr.Cl. leaves out all;' and Mr.S:B; half the Character of thbſc 
perſons, who ſaid Baptiſm was valid it it were adminiftred only , 
m'the Name of Jeſus Chriſt ; they were ſuch as were. out of 7be, 
Church,and againſt the Church, that is,Schifmaticksand Hereticks. , 
Which beingevident,Ibeg the liberty to:examine,Firſt, Whether. 
it were not'traudulent in both my Adverfaries to omit-the Cha-. 


racter of thoſe men,by whole opinion and practice they would 
: H prove 
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prove an uſage of the Church ? 21y, Whether they might not as 
well prove the antiquity -and lawfulneſs of Extempore Prayers, 
from the notions and pradtice of Montanus and the Meſſalians ? 
39.0 herher they believe the preſent Church is obliged now.to' 

low their Examples, who were out of the ancient Church, awtl 
Enemies toir? When Mr. S. B. hath conſidered well of theſe 
Queſtions, I hope he will be ſatisfied that this place doth not 
prove, that the true Church then took liberty to vary.Chriſts 
Form, nor can any thing be inferred from ir, to Jjuſtifie the *. 
granting ſuch liberty now. | 


$44. Pag.5 1. That clear inſtance of a Liturgy left to them of 
Nevoeſarea, by Greg. Thaumaturgne, from which for a longtime 
after they would not vary in a Ceremony,a word,or a myſtical Form, . 
looks ſo like a proof of Forms invariably uſed , that Mr. S. B. 
labours by all means to evadeit; and, 1ſt, He pretertds this paſſage - 
of not varying, &c. relates only to Do&trirre. 2.dly, He faith, S.Bajil 
mentions not Gregory's appointing a Form of Brayer for that Church. 
Both which 1 ſhall diſprove: For firſt this paſſage cannot refer 
to Gregory's Dodtrin (any further than that muſt 'be ſuppoſed * 
agrecable to the Forms of Worſhip he lefc behind himybecanle . 
the things they would not vary from, nor add to, were Ations, . 
Words,and Myſtical Forms. Tis true,if [a6z-y Jhad ſtood fingle(as 
is doth Ep.75.) it might have been applied to De&rifts, but what 
Attions or Myſtical Forms are there in Articles of Faith? theſe 
can relate to nothing but Divine Worſhip. Again, S.Bafil faith, . 
Many things | wap uns vor | in their Adminiſtrations were 
mow become defettive by the antiquity of their Inſtitution ; and yet 
they-would not vary from them. Now let 24r.S.B.confider,whe- 
ther Gregory could inftitute any new Orchodox Do&trins ?. or - 
whether true Dorins can ever become defeive by their an- 
tiquity?and then he muſt confeſs this Anſwer was a meer ſhuffle 
to Cover a bad Cauſe ; Detrins can be inſtituted by none but Chriſt 
and his ApoFtles, and are the better for being old ; but a Liturgy 
is capable of growing obſglete, and it is that of which S.' Baſil 
here evidently and undeniably ſpeaks,wHhich anſwers his ſecond 
Objeftion : - For though he-do not uſe the very words, Liturgy, 
or Form of Prayer, yet he mentions Adminiftrations,anddeclares 
they would not-add rothem|[#n NNegtir nds nlzor 4 wm md pune | 
| nor 
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+ ot an Attion, 6. Ward, nor & myſtical Form : Theſe are the main 
parts of a Liturgy, which conſiſts of Rubrics for Ceremonies, 
the words of ordinary Prayers and Praiſes , and the myſtical 
Forms of Adminiftcing the Holy Sacraments. Now if they ad- 
dgd nothing in any of theſe particulars to the Adminiſtrations 
he left them; doubtleſs they. made no new Extempore Prayers, 
nor varied at any time; therefore they confined themſelves inva- 
riably to what he had preſcribed them, in Ceremonies, Words, 
and myſtical Forms; and theſe words of S. Baſil evidently ſup- 
poſe, he left them a Liturgy conſiſting of all theſe particulars 
preſcribed. Beſides, wy ws (had it ſtood alone) ſignifies « 
Form for the Myſteries,lo very clearly,that it wonld ſuffice to have 
proved the Sacraments were adminiſtred by ſuch a preſcribed 
Form. When S. Luke writes down the very words of a Letter, 
he ſaith,ic contained w/mv carry, Atts xxiii.2 5.10 Nazianten(S.Be- 
fil's Friend)calls Divine Offices['Trmpupor wm inxaunaes ]the pre- 
' ſeribed Forms of the Church,” which were preſerved; and Julian 
imitated theſe by making[4o2@r wer] « Form of Prajers; Naz. 
orat.3,p.10 1,1 <2. Cedrenu,inthe Life of the Emperor Zene,calls 
the Imperial -Edi& feng to Alexandria [Tower Ja Form: And Zo- 
naras informs us, that the Fathers aſſembled in the Council of 
Trullo,call the EmperorsEdiQts| Anwogles wes ]the public,or political 
| Forms;Can.38. vid. Beveridg.Concil.Tom.I.p.201,202. In the Eucho- 
logion, the Prieſt is dire&ted to do all things as he is directed [jy 
mis Tymwis] in the Formularies; Euch-p.11. Andthelearned Dr, 
Duportjn his Greek Verſion of our Common-prayer,uſethTin@- 
in his Title-page, andelſewhere, for our preſcribed invariable 
Forms,of Ordination,of Adminiſtring the Communion,of ſolemnizing 
Matrimony,&c. So that if theſe Authors underſtood Greek,wwoy 
winery ſignifies a preſcribed Form for the Sacrament ; and S. Baſil 
implies they had ſiich an one,-and would notmake a new one, 
to be added to their Licurgy. But further, Mr.S,B.doth in effect 
po they had ſuchs Liturgy; for he conceives(p.52.)they ftrifily 
ept to that way and method for their ordimary worſhip, and admini- 
ing the Sacraments which were in uſe in Gregories time ; and he 
owns, That S.Baſil here proving three words of his Doxolog y (viz. 
with the Holy Spirit)by that which Gregory taught them. Therefore 
that which S. Ba/il refers ro, muſt be ſomething more than an 
.atbitrary way and method,it muſt be ſomething fixed and _ 
q riable, 
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riable;the words of which,as well as the method, had never been 


alcered ſince Gregory's time, otherwiſe he could never have pro- 
ved three s by appealing to this way of Adminiſtration 


which Gregory lefc them. It was alfo a part of public Worſhip,he 


would prove Orthodox,wviz.a Dexolegy ; and S.Bafil (aich, 

and he had the ſame manner of Doxelogy,as any man who would en- 
quire,might eafily be ſatu fied out of the Traditions kept in that Church. 
Baſ.de Sp.Santt.cap./19.p.22 1. S9' that, in that Church there were - 
fome known Traditions, which: preſerved the very Form and 
words of Gregory's Doxology,to which he appeals; andno doubr 
theſe Traditions were written Records, becauſe they might fo 
eaſily be found upon ſearch , and 'tis probable he means rhey 
were preſerved in their Liturgy : And 'cis certain, he could ne- 
ver have appealed thus, if at Neoceſarea, they had only Kept 
Gregorys method in their Adminiftration,but varied the words 
every day.Mr.S. B's laſt refuge,is to make S. Baſil contradi& him- * 
ſelf in another place of his Works, where he ſaith, He gives a 
wvery different account of theſe Nzoczſareans (viz. in his z .Ep.) 
for, when they objected the difference between his way of Sing- 
ing and Gregories,he asks them, By what teſtimonies they will ma 
this difference evident, ) pat they bad preſerved nothin of Gregory's 
until that time. But firit,It will not eafily be believed that Mr.S.B. 
expounds S.Bafit aright, when he makes one place of his Works . 
dire&ly contradict another ; Mr.S.B. will ſooner be ſaſpe&ed of 
a miſrepreſentation, than this excellent Father of a contradi- 
&ion. And 2dly, Theſe two places may fairly be reconciled : 
The former Qyotation[/ib.de Sp.Sand.refers to a whole Liturgy; .. 
the latter [Ep. 63.] relates only the ditfterent manner of Sing- 
ing,which conſiſting chiefly in ſounds, could not properly be 
{erdown in any Rubric, but muſt be conveyed by conſtant and . 
invariable practice down from Gregory's Age; their Rubric might 
dire& the uſe of the Pſalms, but not the particular manner of _ 
ſinging them. If they alledge,7! hey ſung them now exattly,as their 
Forefathers did m Gregory's time; he asks, How they can prove a 
prattical thing(wherein their Rubric was ſilent Jto be the ſame it was 


' ſo many years before ? Doubtleſs no way, but by making it appear 


they had varied from Gregory's practice in nothing ; and here $. 
Baſil takes occaſion to mind them(who were fo zealousfor their 
way of {inging)in how much greater matcers of Ptety and Mo- 

rality 
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.rality,they had varied from- Gregory's practice: For he uſed re- 
_verent geſtures in. prayer ; he would not Swear,nor call his Bro- 
ther Fool;8c. and theſe are things enjoyned by Holy Scripture : 
And while notþing of Gregory's Manners (in thele conſiderable 

ffances) was to be foundamong them, it was unreaſonable in 
them to- contend with him for a mode of ſinging (not determi- 
ned it. ſcems in Gregory's Liturgy, and fo) only to be proved by 
their. that it was-in uſe in Gregory's days. So that by this 
| Rania! ohraG.char nothing of Gregory's was preſerved,S.Baſil 
did not mean, nothing of his Dofrin, nor of bxs Liturgy; but of 
his Uſages and Manners in the greateſt and beſt things, viz. his 
Praftices, grounded on Holy Scripture ;.and fince the Manner of 
Singing was a practice allo,their failing in greater matters made 
ir very ſuſpicious,they had varied in that which was lefs. As for 
Mr.S. B's Obje&ion, That S. Bafil cites not Gregory's Rubric or 
- Licurgy,but Scripture for theſe Obſervances; it is eaſily an{wer- 
ed,becaulc thoſe acts of Piety and Morality are not the proper 
Subje& for a Rubric,but are expreſly enjoyned in Gods Word; 
and that makes his Argument the ſtronger,and their tenaciauf- 
neſs the more unreaſonable. For S. Bafi/ at moſt differed from 
8.Gregory but in a ſuppoſed rite or mode of Singing ; but they 
differed from that holy Biſhop in material duries, poſitively re- 
quired by Holy Scripture; and till they corrected theſe Variati- 
ons in their practices, it was very undecent for them to quarrel! 
at him for allighter difference. And now I hope I havereſcued 
this holy Father from the pretended contradiction, and ſuffici- 
ently proved there wasa Licurgy left by Gregory,and invariably 
.nſed till S.Ba/il's time. 


$.5.Pag.55. From the preſcribed Hymns writ at leaſt as early 

as the beginning of thisCentury, and rejeted by Paulus Samoſa- 
Zenus (mentioned by Euſeb. lib. 7. cap. 24) it is certainthey uſed 
Forms of Praiſe in their public Worſhip, and from parity of 

Reaſon I argued the probability of their praying by Forms alſo. 

Mr.S.B. inſtead of, giving a ſolid Reaſon (as he hath often been 

_defired)why they mightnot pray to Godzas well as praiſe him 
by Forms: _ 1ſt, Pretends be & nt ſenſible this way of arguing 
4s cogent. But I think that Argument to which he can give 
no ſolid Anſwer, and which puts him-into a fit of Railing, 
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is very cogent: For,z.dly,He rudely falls upon my CharaQerand 

alifications, and expoſes me for conceiting my T autologies to be 
graceful Flights, I might in return tothis enquire into his Qualj- 
fications for that Office he once aſſumed, of going about with 
the vile Regulators of Corporations , in the laſt Reign, to pro- 
cure the choice of ſuch Members as would take away the Penal 
Laws and Teſt,and level che way for Popery to come in under 
the mask of Toleration. But I will be content to vindicate my 
ſelf, and muſtcell him, I bave fo much skill both in Licurgies 
and Singing,that I know Hymns,Pſalms,and Praiſes are a large 
and eſſential part of all Liturgies , and ſo mixed with Prayers, 
that it is impoflible to ſeparate them; and I am 1o far from 
knowing any difference between Praying and Singing, that I 
can ſing a Petition as well as a Thankſgiving; and ſo can Mr. 
S.B's Friendsat their Meetings,where they fing Plalms of Prayer 
as well as Praiſe.The Lutheran Proteſtants fng all their Prayers, 
ſome of our Anthems alſo are Colleas, and we have muſical 
Notes adapted to the Litany, as well as to the Te Dewm : We 
read many of our Praiſes, and fing ſume of our Prayers. And 
many of the Diffenting Paſtors uſe ſuch. variety of Tone in 
their Prayer, that if it did not want regularity it might be called 
Singing; and if a skilful man heard their inartificial Modula- 
tion and edd Cadencies, he would think they did not ſcruple 
ſinging their Prayers, but choſe to do it with Diſcord rather 
than Harmony, But ſtill ic appears, that Singing is one way of 
performing the duty of Prayer among all forts of Chriſtians, 
and he can find no more difference between {inging and pray- 
ing, than between ſinging and ſaying a Prayer; that is one way 
of .praying,and ſinging 1s another; only we may ſing a Form, 
according to art,but an Extempore Prayer cannot be ſang har- 
moniouſ]y, % | 


$.6.Pag.56. My laſt Inſtance in thig Period was to fhew,7bar 
. the People uſed the Form of ſaying, Amen,upon receiving theEuchariſe. 
Now this matter of Fad is undeniably true : I proved it before 
out of Juſtin M:and Tertullian; and here Ex/ebius confirms it by 
the Epiſtle of Dionyſius,B.of Alexandria(which ſhould have heen 
figured thus ; Lib.7.cap..pag-188.) and'my Examiner makes the 
ſame thing plain from an Epiltle of Cornelius B. of Tons 20: 

corged 


a (4). | 
corded alſo by Euſebims:wherefore,fince ſomany diſtantChurches 
did fo exadtly agree in the uſe of this Reſponſe at the very time 
of Receiving ; no doubt it was enjoyned by fome croferibed 
Rule (grounded at firſt upon that of S. Paul, Hiw ſhall he=—/ay 
Amen,at thy Encharift,x Cor-xiv.16.) For had itbeen arbitrary, it 
would have bzen varied,and neither the ſame word,northe ſame 
time of ſaying ic, could have been found in different Churches 
and diſtant Ages : The conſequence of which is,that there were 
preſcribed Forms direing a certain Reſponſe in one certain 
partof the Service,forche People.Mr.S. B.palles by this Inference 
very wiſely,and pretends I went about to prove here, That the 
Form of Adminiſtring the Sacrament was preſcribed : Now this 
can be nothing but a wilfut miftake, becauſe I ſaid expreſly, 
This was a Form in which all Chriftians agreed at one certain time 
and place: But the Chriſtian People never repeated the words 
of Adminiſtration:Fhat Form indeed is very ancient,grounded 
on Scripture, and alluded to by both theſe Authors; but I was 
not ſpeaking of-the Form of Adminiſtration,but of the univer- 
ſal Cuſtom of ſaying Amen, juft when they received; which 
clears the uſe of preſcribed Forms. 


$:7.Pag.59. I ſhall conclude with a brief review of the Par- 
ciculars, whereby I have made out eicher the ancient uſe of a 
Liturgy in general, or of the ſeveral parts of it. 1ſt,The Prayers 
delivered from their Fore-fathers, in Toſephus ; the. word Liturgy 
in Clemens Romanus and Hippolitns ; the One Prayer allowed by the 
Biſhop,-m: Ignatins ; the Common-prayers, _— OE M-The Prayers 
made a with one comnion Voice,gin Cl. Alexandrinus;The ſolemn Kites 
and praying by Memory,in Tertull;an; the Chriſtians uſing Preſcribed 
on enjoyned Prayers and —_— taken out of the Pſalms, in Origen ;, 
The Public and Common-PYajer,in Cyprian: And that Ligurgy I:tt 
by Gregory Thaumaturgus, uſed without adding or altering a word, 
for- an bandred years = z do prove a Licurgy ia general : And, 
2dly, for the parts-of it,I have proved the Hymns were preſcribed 
Forms, ſung alternately, by Philo, Pliny, Jgnatinr, and fo very many 
others, that Iam cenfuired for Tautology '; The Gloria Patria, { 
have ſhewed to be as ancient as Ironexs and Tertullian ; The 
Liteny is plainly alluded to by Fuſtin M.Tertullian,and S.Cyprias ; 
There is a Colle in Form cleazly proved from Origen ; Tite 
Lora: 
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Lords Prayer was repated by all the People'in piiblic,in the time ' 
of Terrulian and S. Cyprian, who alſo hath rhe Preface and- Re. 


ſponſes uſed at the Enchariſt,in a Form; the anſwering Amer at the 


Receiving, is a Form in Faſtin M.Tertulia», and mairy- others; 


and S.Cyprian ſhews,they did not vary Chriſts Form of Baptizing. 
Now theſe Proofs 'in a dark Age ( wherein there were few 


Writers, and thoſe only accidentally and cautiouſly mention ' 


theſe things) are ſufficient to ſhew,; that Forms of ' Prayer-and 
Praiſe are very ancient, choſen as the beſt way of ſerving'God 
in public, even when many did not need them (becauſe divers 
were Inſpired.) Now if this pure and early Age,had, and uſed 


Forms. invariably, then a fetled Church after Infpiration'is * 


ceaſed, who ifmitatestheir Example, and uſes Forms,becauſe ſhe 
believes them ancient and lawful; and enjoyns themsſtriftly, 
becauſe ſhe needs' them and finds them expedient ; doubtleſs 


ſhe doth well,and they who can find nothing finfulin the Forms, - 


but refuſe to Communicate with the Church , meerly becauſe 
ſhe uſes and enjoyns Forms; theſe not only were wont #0 be called 
Diſſemters, (as Mr.S.B. flatters them) but ought now to be called 


Diſſenters and Schiſmaticks alſo, being guilty. of an inexcuſable - 


Separation. | 

As to his Conclufion,he firſt owns the Lawfulneſ of Liturgier, 
but is afraid, I defign to make them thought neceſſary; and it 
ſeems that made hing labour ſo much to baffle my Proofs of 
them from the Three firſt Centuries : Upon which I muſt aſſure 
him,that I do not think every thing to be neceſſary,which'I can 
prove to have been uſed in the firſt Three Centuries; I think 
Liturgies ten times more neceſſary now than they were then, 
and my Proofs in this Period were chiefly deſigned to ſhew the 


Lawfulnefs ang Antiquity of Forms in public Worſhip; but that 4 


which-makesthe uſe of them neceſſary tous, is the Churches 
Authority: He adds, Their Lawfulneſ may be-argued from more 
rational Topicks than human Authornty; their Expediency muſt be 
Judged upon a juſs weighing of Circumſtances; their Neceſſity cannot 
be proved by any Topick. | reply,Mr.Clarkſon forced me to argue 
for Liturgies from human Authority , becauſe he firſt denied 
them to be Ancient ; and I hope, it he argued falſly fromthac 
Topic, I might arguetruly ; eſpecially ſince I urged alſo Scrip- 
ture and other Topics in.that Hiſtory,which Mr. $&. B. hath not 

| .- - aniwered, 
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. anſwered. adly, Actotboin Expodianey Church(choptope 
| Judge.of that) hath already upon weighty Reaſons yoda 


chat point; and Life noRealon why Mr. SB. ſhould deſire to 
have-this weighed over again, unleſs he hope to hold the Scales. 
.The:Charch- hach proved their Expediency many and many 
times and over and again confuted all the Diflenters Objeai- 
ons and I conſidered-thisPoint;as oft as Mr.Cl. gave me occa- 
fion, as, bewill ſee when he read my whole Book, For the 

y of Liturgies; from their being expedient, 


neceſli ieurgies;; that 10 
. and asſuch £njoyned; by the Church: For an ancient Lawful 


expedient way. of public Worſhip enjoyned by lawful Autho- 
rity,/ becomes. neceflary; And it there, were any Men-in the 
Communionof this Church , who call one another, Fudiciour, 
Cs ry yet are ſointent.upon. altering our 
Foundations, as to count my defending the Eftabliſhed Way of 


| Worlhip,'The managing 4 Deſign againſt them, 1t would be more 


thanever to keep cloſe to our Ancient Way of Wor- 
ſhip. Bux | hope this isonly a Dream of Mr.S. B's, and believe 
there.is teally. never «learned, jadicious,moderate Adun\in our Com- 
munion, butibruſclf , who thinks, T had any. delign againſt them 
in writing my Hiſtory of Liturgies. As for Mr.S.8. he hath too 
viſibly. declared: his averfation tothe Eſtabliſhment to make me 


- value his Cenſure.; his Friend Mr. C/. could pick up but two 


Phraſes, which he-perverted, (as I ſhewedY and that was all the 
Grey-Beard be-had to faſten to the Juvenile Chin of Extempore 
praying, (wirhout extraordinary Inſpiration) yet Mir.S. B. ad- 
mizes anddefends him. 1 have brought __ Phraſes, and ju- 
ſtified-my: expoſition. of them, ſo thathe durſt notattackthem; 
beſides fome expreſs proofs: Yer all this is deſpiſed inhis ſcurri- 


*Jaus Concluſion; which is foclear a diſcovery of the Man, and 


the he favours, - that till he come to examine more cloſe- 
1y, and judge more-indifterently ; till he perform-more and 


| bragleſs, I will neither trouble the world nor my ſelf with any 
| further Reply to-him;; being aſſured, that by this looſe way of 
- writing,he will neither do my Cauſe any harm,nor his any good, 
. among thoſe that are truly learned , moderate and judicious, 
..of what Communion ſoeyer they. be. * 
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